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formed churches. I hataman may law- 


fullie not onelie put awate his wife for 
her adulterie, but alſo marrie another. 


IWherin both Robert Bellarmin the leſut- 
tes Latin treatiſe,and an Engliſh pamphlet 
of a nameleſſe author mainteyning the con- 
trarie are cofuted by Lohn Raynolds. 


A taſte of Bellaymmns dealing in controverſies of Religion: how 
he depraveth Scriptures, miſalle2gthe fathers, and abuſerh reaſons 


to the perverting of the truth of God, and poiſoning of his'Chur- 
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TheP ref ace to the Reader. 
2 FY OodReader,my love& re 


verece tothe authorhving, 
—-y and to his memorte being 
MS>JF dead : & my defireto ſerve 
LE PESD the church ofGod by other 
mens woorks, who am not able to doe it 
by n ay ne owne : have moved metopub- 
lithe this learned treanle, which Doctor 
Rajnolds lett (as many other eXquulit tra- 
velsoft his)ſhutevp 1n the cloſett of ſome 
private trendsas 1n afayre priſon. 
Becaule my teſtimomie (orany mans 
[ know ) 1s of much leſle warghtthenthe 
onely.name of theauthorto comend the 
woorke,] willſ: ay nothing more 1n praiſe 
of it, the znthat itisan vndoupted woorke 
of that worthie & holy man, whole learn 
Ing ailligence, abilleties, meek wildo, 
&Þ pletie made him eminentto'vs,& may 


A! 1 perhaps: 
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perhaps yeeld him more admirableropoſ 
teretie, which without envie of his perſon 
{hal viewthe marks of thies graces in his 
writngs,or take them by ſtorte. 

Touching the argument I will onely 
lay, that it ſeemeth the more woorthy 
ſuch a mans reſolution, by how much it 
hath bene formerly, or preſetly is contro 
verted amongſt the learned. And if ante 
man be cotrarie minded tothis, which is 
the common 1udgementQof the reformed 
churches, he (above others) thalbe my 
debttor,forhelping him to ſo good a mea 
nes of reforming himſelte : In matters of 
opinion(chiefly divine) hethat conquer 
eth & he thatis 1s coquered devide both 
honor & proffre. 

Ffany man take good by it,let himgrve 
praiſe to God,it hetake none,lethim blae 
none buthimſelfe : The next page will 
ſhew the contents, & order of the booke, 


| The booke1t ſelfe wil ſhew thee how 
| good it 1. fare-well. 


T HE CONTENTS OF THE CHAPTERS. 
The fir{t Chapter. 

T be ſlate of the queftton betwene the church 
of Rome, the reformed churches being firſt 
declared,the truth is proved by ſcripture : 
That a man ha'yino 9s away h1s wife for her 

[ 


adulterie may lawfully marrte another. 
The ſecond Chaprer. 


T he places of ſcripture alleaged by our ad- 
yerfaries to diſprove the lawful liberty of. mar 
rtage after divorcemet for adulterie,are propo 
ſed.exiin ed, proved not tomakeagain/t it, 

: The third Chapter. 

T be coſent of Fathers, the ſecond preteded 
proofe for the Papiſtes dodrine in thu points 
prteded falſly : && if all be weighed In an ever 
ballance,the Fathers checke itrather, 

The fourth Chapter. 


T he concert sofreaſos uroed laſt avainſt vs 
Farr goa wy avs yg 
from light:0$ reaſon it ſelf,diſpelling the miſt 
of Popiſh fxg grveth cleare teſtimo-- 
me withthe truth of | ( briſte. | 
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An admonitonto the reader, 


A Lthough the Printer hath beene careful! , & ſupplied ſomet;. 
- Ames the defects of his coppie, yer hath he ſomrtimes fayled,nor 
only 1n intſpoyntinge, or not poynting, or rranf} poting, omitting, 
or adding,fometimes a _ which the readers wdgmenr, & dilt- 
gence mult helpe)bnt in oimiſsion, or alteration of woords,obſcur 
ing, or pervertingthe ſence; which rhe reader ſhal doc wel rovorcR, 
betore he reade the booke,as they ſtand herevnder. 

It is like enough there may bee more faults,eſpecially in the quo- 
tations cnicily 1n the greeke woords written yn a lattin letrer, con- 
ccrning which I onely defire that the author whoſe (kill , and dilli. 
gencewere admirable,might take no damage by other mes faults, 

The faults ar: omiſfive,or coruptions of words, Thewoordes 
emitted are in the corrections following writte 1n another letter, 


Fas lts eſcaped in the Prirtinge. 


Pag. 12.1, 1.reade ſome other cauſe. Pag. 19.1,29,reade bur incidet- 

ly rou:hed. Pag.21.1.28.reade owne argumet, 39.Marg, 1.Cor 

17.10, 34.Marg.in the end.Iudg: 5.31. Pag.59.1.11.rcad yes. | 

hath he »or the generallcoſent, P-g.74.1.32.read,ſubmitreth hin | 

ſclte expreſly, Pag.$0.1.6.rcadeff notwithſtanding, | 
The corruptions of woards,corrcct thus, 


_ Pag,2.1,8,rcade, Canonifts.for Caro:ffs Pag,7,1,24, reade , excep- 
tions,for excepſirions, 16,.Marg. in thequotation,out of Iohtg, 
reade,verſe 41,tor 21, Pag.z1.1, $, reade, Coumpts, in ſteadof 
Comſells of money,Pag, 539, : o,reade,the,tor that papiltes, 

Pag.57.1.10.rcad,Calumniouſly,tor Calmumonſly, 
59.Marg, at theletter C.reade nor extra but tittulo, & 
ſo ar the letter D,tor thoſe places are not in th: extravaganrs , but 
inthe 4. booke of thedecretals vnder thoſe ticles. pag.60.1.27, 
readcyca;tor yer ſetteth downe, Pag,60.1.28,reade ſipecifie them, 
for then, 'Pag.61.1.8.reade through error thought, for though, & 
mende thcrerhe poynting. Pag-73.1.22.readot all,for by all the 
relt,Pag.75 Tarps any Biſhop ror my Biſhop, Pag.77.1.19.rcade 
one of theirs, for,our.of theirs, Pag 78.1.8. feade, convicted, in 
{tead of corrupted by the texte, Pag.90.Lg .rcadc,theweaknes, tor 
EF: o weaknes | 
T ve Woords corrupted are Written. wes anather lerter. 
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NEE I LC INE 
OF THE LA VVEVL 


NES OF MARIAGE YPPON A LAYYV- 
FVL DIVORCE, 


The firſt Chapter. 


T he ſtate of the QueFt1on, beemg firit declared the truth is proved 
ſcrepture:that a ma havmg pu avvay his Wife for her adiulterie may 
ully marrie another 


2 N35 2 Hedutye of man and woman ioyned in 
_ ==) marriage, requireth thar *they two ſhould rota 2 > 
N IX beeas one perſon;and cleave ech to other 
(Z 9 with mutuall love and liking in focierie-of 
== life,ynull it pleaſe God, who hath coupled 
AV > them together in this bonde;to ſettth:m 
J>- &Z} 7 tree from it, and todifſociate and ſever the 
DU CER LEY by death, Butthe inordinate fanfies & de- 
ſires of our coruptnature have foe inveighled eAdans ſeede 
in many places,that mer have accuſtomed to put awaye thar 
wines vpponevenie trifling miſike & diſcontentment : yea,the 
Jewes ſuppoſed theſelves to be warrared by Gods blaweto doe Þ Deur,24.r, 
it, ſo that whoſoever putaway his wife gavc her a bill of divorce ft 
mer. This perverſe opinio & errour of theirs our Saviour Chrit 
reproved teaching that divorcements may nor bemade for a- 
nic cauſe ſave whoredome onely. For whiſoever(faith he)ſhall 
put away hus Wife except ut bee for whoredome and ſhall marrie another * 
doth commit adulterie and Who ſo marrieth her which «x put avvay; doth 
c0:22mit adulterre. Now about the meaning of theſe wordes of 5 Mithr.. 
Chrift expreſſed moretully by on of mi by a others Luk.0,5; 
| more 


_m 


_ 
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Pap 2. : Upon a laWwfull Divorce 
more ſparingly, there hath a doubrariſen : and diverſe men e- 
vefromrhe primative churches rime have bee of diverſe nds, 
For many of rhe fathers have garhcred therevpon, thatif a 
mans wife committed whoredome & fornicatto, he might not 
onely put hcraway, butmarric another. Some others,and 2- 
monge them namely $.eArguitme,have thought that the man 
might put away his wi'e but marrie another he might nor. 
The Schooledivines of latter years,& the Canditits,as for the 
molt parre they were adiied comonly toS. Atm wmdgment, 
did ikewif: tollow him herein & the Popes mainitening their 
doctrine tor Catholique , have poſlcfied the church of Rome 
with thisopinion. Burſince in our dayes the light of good 
lcarning borh for artes & tongues hath ſhined more brightly 
by G ods moſt gracious goodnes then in the former ages,and 
the holy (criptures-by the help thereot have bene the better vn- 
deritoodse : the Paſtors and Doctors of the reformed Churches 
have percieved & ſhewed, that ifa mans wife dehle her {.1t with 
fornication,he may notonely put hcr away by C-ri4##sDoctrine 
but alſo marrie another, Wherein that they teach agreeably 
rothe rruth,and not erroneouſly,as Ic{uits & Papilts doe falfly 
and vniuſtly charge them. - I wil make maniteſt and proye 
(through Gods alliſtance)by exprefic words of Chri/t the truth 
it {clf, And becauſe our adverſarics doe weene that the cotra 
ric hercof 1s {trongly proved by ſundric arguments and obicct- 
tons, which rwo of their newt writers Bellarm, the Tefuit & 
anamelefle author of an Engiiſh pamphlet, havegilligetly laid 
together : For the farther clearing therefore of rhe martt-r,and 


hy taking away of doubrs & (cruples I will {et downe all their ob - 


iections 1n ordcr,firlt out ofthe ſcriptures rhen of fathcrs,lalt 
ot realons,and anſwer everic one of them particularly. So;hall 
itappeare toſuch as are not blinded with a fore-conceived 
opinion and prejudice, that whatſoever ſhcwe of probabilitics 
are brought to the contrarie, yer the rruth delivered by our Sa- 
viour Chri#f alloweth him whoſe wifecommitrerh fornication 


topur her away and marrieanothecr, 


The proote hierot is cvid-nt if Chrifts wordes be weighed in 
rhe niententh Chaprer of S.e Harhews goſpcll. For « .4 the 


Phariſcs aſking him@ queſtton , whether it were Jawfull for a 


« man 


Of the lawefulnes of IH arriave. P-3. 
man to put away his wife for everie cauſe, received anſwer thar 
It was nor, and th:revpon ſaide vnto him , Why did Moſes then 
Commanae to or: a bill of drvorcement and to put her a way : Our $4- 
vour ſayde vita them ; Moſes ſuffered you becauſe of the haranes of 
your harte to pat 4'PAye your Wt: fes : But from. the begomm W Was 770t 
fo. eAndf ſay onto you that Wwhoſoever ſhall put avay his Wife, ex- 
cept it be for Whoredome and ſhall marrie another, doth commit adylterie: 
and Who ſo merritth her that is put aWzy,doth commu adulterie. 

Now in this fentence,the clauſe? of exception "gp it bee for _ , 
Whoredome | doth argue that he commitcth nor adulterie, who, * * 
having pur away his wite tor whor:dome marricth another. 

Zurh-: mult nezdes commir in doing fo vnles the band of 
marrirg: be looſed and difolved. For who ſo marrieth another 
as long as he ist botide to the former,s is an adulrtercr. The fRrom-7, 
band then of marriage is looſ-d & diffolved berwene that man jf;e.c, 
and witc who are put affander and divorced tor whoredome, ; 


And iſthe baud belooſed, the man may marry another : ſe- + 
ing it 1s writteny e477 thou looſed from. a Wrfe ? If thou marrie thou h.1,Cor,z, 
ſineſt not. Therefore it is lawtull for him who hath pur away —_ 'S 
his wite for whoredome to marrie anoth:r. 
This argum-nr doth firmly and ne-eflarily coclude the point 
in queſtion, if the firſt parte & propoſition of 1t be = rs ro ' 
b: truce. For there is no controvertic of any of there{t : beinge k Beflarmin 
all eroundcd on ſuch vndoubred principles of ſcripture & rea- {1;pvg fm 
ſon,thart our adverſaries themfelves admur and graunt rhem all. trimonij ſacr, 
The firſt * they denie to weete that the clauſe of ex- eption in T?p,, vue 
Chriſts ſpcech [except it be for whoedome] dothargue thar the ma teriwhigretu 
commurt.th not ny after who, having put awaichis wife for {$1.99 2 © 
whoredom2:,marricth anoth-r. Aud rooverthrowe this pro- ching rhe law 
xofition,rhcy doe bring ſoudry an{wers and evafions. The b<{t COEITE 
of all which 45 Bell wmirL avoucheth,is,chart thoſe words| excepe ter divercetcr 
32 bee for Whoredome)] are notan exception. For Chriſt (faith he) * WIKg ry 
ment thoſe Words '[ except for whoredome ] rot as ans excepiien-, 1 xif; gb for 
but as a neoation,. So that the ſence is Wherever ſnall put de by nictionem, 
& > 2, Extra cou- 
wife, except for Whoredonse; that is to farue*werthont the cane of Whore- fs tornicatio- 
dome > hall m-orric another doth commit adulteree. Whereby ut is af *is, 
irmed thu be is an, adulterer Who bving put avvaze: hs: Wife without: . 
3c, marriethy.zotber : but nothing 15 ſayae touching | 


the 6-uift of Shoved 
Þ 2 bows. 


lib ©.CIP.9, 
'| mm, Reeradag, « "ef 4 
1.5 ® eAufti, ith himſelfc in his retractations 7 have written. rvwo 


tionis 


Pas 4. Upon a lawfull Dryorce. 
him. who marrieth another, having put away his former Wife for whore 
dome. Indeede this evaſion might have ſome collour tor it, if 


theſe words of Chriſt [ except it be for whoredome] were not an ex- 
ception. But neither hath Bellarmmm. ought that mayc ſuffice 
for the proofe hereof and the verie text of the triprure ir (elfe 
is ſoc cleare againſt him, that he muſt of neceſſitic give over his 
1 De adolce houlde. For theprincipal pillar wherewith he vnderpropperh 
rin conjug: 15, 15S. le Auſtms iudgmet,who hath ſo expound: d it in his fitlt 
booke touching adulterous marriages : Now of that treatiſe $. 


lib, 2.cap. 57, 
; oy” bookes touching adwulterous rags 6, } a7 neere as | could according to the 
ſeripturs bemg deſirous to open, and looſe the knotzs of a mo#t difficult que 
fon. Which Whether} have done ſo that no knott us I:ft therem,f 
know not : nay rather I perceave that I havenot done ut perfettly , and 
throxghly, al hough [ have opened many creec hes thereof, as Whoſoever 
readeth with indoment may diſcerne. S.eAuguitizthen acknow- 
cdgcth that there are ſome wants & unpertectios in that worke 
which they may ſee who rcade with tudgment. And whether 
this that Bellarmin, doth alleage out ot it, deſerve nor to fal 
within the copaſle of that ceſure I _ to their iudgmer who 
a D-aduker. have cics to ſee : For S.eAuguitur, thought that the word in 
<p © theoriguial of S. Mathews goſpel, had, by the Proper ſignificatis 
3 *if6obFor- of jt, imported a negation rather then an exception. ASah e 
4.Preter cau- ſheweth by ſaying that where the common Latm tranſlation hath: [ex 
car orniea- cept for ire aw. m the Greeks text it is rather read 4 Without the 
5 Parat6s Lo Cauſe of whoredome. Suppoſing belike (whether by Mipp of me- 
eg + mory or rather overſight) «that the ſame words, which were v- 
porneia fed beforein the fift Chaprer of S. Mathews Goſpel to the ſame 
7 Exceptz purpoſe, were vſcd alſo in this place : whereas here they * differ, 
” and are well expreſſed by that mm the latin by which g..Auftm 
v-parecrvs. thought they were not {o well, Howbeit,if thy had bene the 
Fareaoe ron {ame with the former : yet neither ſo might Bellarmin, allowe 
Seenan ls *2 his opinion : conſidcring thatthe comon latin traflation(whi-h 
Sepruagiart Papiſts by there Councel of Trent are bound to ſtandeto vnder 
The 1% paneofcurſe)expreſſetlythoſe likewiſe as a plaine exception. 
p.1-Cor,15.27 Which indeede agrecth to the right and naturall meaning of 
the *partidle,as thelike writers v{c1t in ike conſtruction: eveny 


then to; whe it hathas it were alinklefle ro tic it vato that mea- 
ning 


Of the lavyfullnes of MH, arriage Pas. s. 


ning. Wherefore $,+Auitimns miſtaking of the y 'orde and ſig- 


Ektor tou hy- 


> ”=_ . a wy þ9 taXanlcs. 
nificatto thereof is noe ſufhi. ict warrar for Bellarmi;, to ground 


on, that they mult be taken-ſo. As for that he ac.\deth, that, 
albcir? both rh<(- particles be taken exceptively often'tumes, yet 
may th-y alſo be raken otherwiſe, ith: one of thEis vic'd in the 
Revelation as a2 adverſ:trve,not 41. exceptrue:this makerh much 
les'c tor proofe of his afſertion., For what if it be v{d there as 
"an adue;/utrve where the marxter treated of, and the tenour of the 
ſeurence doe manifeltly argue that ir mult be taken ſo ? Muſt it 
th.r.forc be taken ſon this place, whereof our queſtion is ? or 
doth Bulrmi, proove by any circumitanceof the rext, that 
h-rc 1t nay betaken ſo? No. Neither ſaith heawordeto this 
purpoſe. Why men«1oncth he then that ir may-berakeother- 
wile, and is 1n the Kevelation,for an adverſative particle ? True- 
ly I know nor : vnlefle ir be to ſhewe thathe can wrangle, and 
play the cavelling ſophiſter in ſceming to gainſap and diſprove 
his adver{arie, when 1n trueth he doth not. Or perhaps,though 
he durſt notlay tor the particular,thatit 1s raken here as an ad- 
ycrſative , which he coulde nor bur moſt abſurdly ; Yer he 
thought it poliacto breede a ſurmiſe thereof for the generall, 
that thallower conceits might imagin another ſence therein, 
they knew not what; and they whoſe braſen faces ſhould ſerve 
them thereto, mightimpudently brable, that our ſence is not 
certaine, becauſe another is Poſlivle ,eve asifa lew beeing preſ- 
ſed by a Chriſtian with the place of 4 Eſay, Behowldea vrgm ſhall 
conceave, and brn'g forth a Some (ſhould anſwer thar the Hebrue 
worde tranſlated Urge, may be taken otherwiſe fith that in 
the * Proverbs it ſigniheth a matri-d woman : at leait one that 
is nota Virgin indeede,though thee woulde ſeeme ro be, Bur 
as the ew canot conclud- hereof with any reaſo,that the word 
ſignificth a married woman in Eſzy; becauſe the thinge ſpoken 
ofis a ſtraunge ſ1gne & it is nor 7 cane for a married womi 
ro conceave and bring forth a Sonne : ſo neither canthe leſnite 
conclude of the former, tharthe particle in eAathew is ment 
adverſatively; becauſe the words then doe brecede no: ſence at 
all; in which forre rothinkethat any wiſe man ſpake,were (olly; 
tharChriit the worde and wiſdome of Ged were impietie .Nay 


if ſome of Bellarmins (chollers ſhoulde ſay rhat words muſt ber 
B 3 (upplicd 
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a as 0. UPoYL A Lriefull Drvorce | 
ſupplied to make it pert ſence, rather than thurr maiſtcr bee 
calt oras 4 wrigler : they would be quickely forced to pluck in 
this horne, or els they mught chance to lcape ( which is worſe) 
our of the frying pan mntorhe fire, For adrerſative particles im 
port an oppoſlitionand contraricty vnto that ſentence agaynſte 
whi-hthey are broughtin Now, th» ſentence 1s, that who/o pat 
teth aw:y his Wife and marrieth another, doth commu adilteric. 
whzrefore, hee by conſequent, comitreth not adultcrie who 
doth ſo for whoredome : It the particle bee adverſative, and 
muſt have words accordingly ſupplied, & vnderſtood to make 
the {cnc perSttt. Thus theſhift and. cavill which Zellarmm_ 


hathdrawenoatofthe double meaning of the Greeke wordc, 


15 cither 1Gl: and beaterh the aire; or it it {trike any, it {triketh 
himſelte, & giveth his caufca deadly wound. Yeathat which 


h- principally ſoughtro couture, hee hath confirmed thereby. 


For {ith the worde hath onely two {ignihications exceprive, 
and adverſtive, neith.r durſt he (ay thar ic is vſcd here as an ad- 
verfative. it foloweth he mult graunt ir to be as an cxceptive : & 
ſo: rhe place rightly rranſlated in our Englith( agreeable ro the 
other in the 5 .0t e Aathew) except at be for whoredze, wha h as in 
their authencall latin text alſo doth out ot controverſic butoke 
412 EXCEptioNn, . 

Havingal- paſiages therefore ſhutt agunite him for ſcaping 
this way, he f!:eth ro another ltarting hole : to weete,rhatif the 
word- be takenexceprtively,yct = It bC a7 EXCept WHLNCOALLUE. 

«2% this (hz (aicth) fuſficethfor the mamtenznce of S.- «Anſtms 
anſwer. For vwhen tt is 41d, Whoſorver ſhall put ary his Wife, exco- 
tg theearſe of whiredom?, and ſhell marie another doth commit ad- 
11I:erge > the care of aredome may be excepted, euner becanſe my that 
cafe tt 15 et ads kevie to marie anather ; and 115 15 a1, exception af- 


frm time * OY bec.mife 7719! hs ir preſerty determined tonthing that vaſe, 


Whether & b2 firfficxe-rt t0 exyife agulterie or nee; and this is an exceprt3 
x# tive, Yhr b #2 that 5. »Auſtin embraced hi did Well.» I would 
to God Bellarmmhad S. eAwfins modeltic: Thenwould hee 
b: aſh2m :d to charg-: fuck a man with unbracing fach whorith 
4!rh ofhis owne fanſing, as inthis diſtinction of negative and 
affirmarive exception he doth. Forkehandlethit toolowdhy 
and porverſly,by calling that aftirmative,rhi:Þ jn decd- 1s nes 

g1tiye 


i. Soo... —_—_ Aur " / A" * 


Of the laWfultns of Marriage Fag.z 
give, and by ayouching thatto be negative, which is not : 
as it he had mad-a covenant with his lipps to lye, treadinge in 
the ſtepps of thoſe wi cked wretches of whom it is written *Woe 
unto ther W110 ſay that 999d is evill, and ewill good. For the proote 
wh.r-0t it 15 to be nocd that an excepton is a particular propo 
ſcion contradictorieto a generall ; So thar if the gencrall pro- 
poltion 2 athrmative, th:exceprionis neguive,and it the pro 
poiwmon be n-gative contrarywiſe,the exceprion is attirmarive - 

As tor examples takes He that ſacrificeth to ay Gods fave tothe 
Lorae orely ſhalbe deftrozed ſaicth «35ſesin the lawe. Thepropo- 
100 15 atticemartve, {Zerker (4rtfuceth toy Goas ſhalbe deſtroyed: 

Ih2cxcpaon negative. He that ſeerificerh 15 the Lord fall not 

be deſtroyed. 4 T here 15 neve 69d but oneggven Ged.farth Chriſt in rhe 
 Golpeli, The propotition is negative T here is none good. The 
cxcepion- at hrmattye..One 15 960d, eve Cod.x / World to God that 
al.(\ayti Paul toe Agrippa) which heare me thus daye,vpere alltoatthey 
ſuch asf amy, except theſe bonds. The propotition atfhrmative. 
wW:ſh that all whacts here me Vere frich as 7 25 altogether. The ex- 
ccptio negative. f Weſ'r not 9 bonds they werejuch as 1 am No 
Church did communicate with 1:0 mw the Account of grove > recerume 
»,[evins you onely ſayth the ſame Pax! ro the Phlleparors. The Pro- 
, poſition negative No church dat cormmuncare With nie mm the accoun! 
of proxg and recervng. The exceptoathrmative Tow of Philips did 

Likewiſe inall the reſt of exceptions adioyned to gencrall 

propoſitions, though themarkes and tokens, as of generalitic 
tomerymcs lyc-hiddenn the propoſition,toc of denying or at- 
tirming doe 1n the exception : Yet it1s plaine and -cerraine, that 
the propoſition and exucption matched with it,are {tl of con- 
trari2qualline, the one atrmative if the other n2gative, and ne 
eative, if the other athrmative. Which thing beeing foe : {ce 
now the Tefuits dealing, how falflyand abſurdlyh<fpeaketh a- 
gain(t truth & rea(6.Forfith in Chrits{peach;touching Divorce 
inent for whoredomte ; the propolition1s attrmative Whiſoever 
ſhallput vvxy his Wife, endmorrie anatber, doth comm edutterie * it 
toloweththat the exception wht. h denierh him tocammitad- 
«l1lterie, Who puttmo aWay his wife for horedome anarreeth another, 1s 
anexcepiuon negative, But Zeller fayth thar this were an 
exceprion athrmarive- Y ca whichis more ftxqunge ina man 
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lexrned & knowing rules of logique (But what can artes helpe 

when menare given over byGods uit 1udgment to their owne 

Juſts and errors ” as critelcth it an exceptto affirmative, cy en 

then and inthe: place, when & where himſelfe having ſet it 

downe inthe words going immediarly next before, had given 

it the marke of a negative, thus, fe is not adilterie to marrie anoth- 

er. And as no abſurditic doth lightly come alone, he addeth 

fault to fault, ſaying rhar this 1s an « xceptio negative, Whey, no 

thing 1s preſently determmed touchmg the cauſe, Whether u be ſufficient 

$0 excuſe adulterie or no. So firſt to denie with him was to athrme : 

and next, to {ſay nothing, now 1s to deny. Yet there 15 a rule in 

2-L.Quira- ZLaw that he who faith nothing, deniethnot. Belike,as they 
15:64, 3% coynedysnew Divinity at Rome : ſothey will new Laweand 
new Lodgique too. How bet, if theſe principles bee allowed 

therein by the Teſuits authoririe, that negative 1s aftirmarive & 

to ſay nought 1s my {ce nor bur al heretickes & yngodly 
perſons, may as well as Icſuits,mainteyne what they liſt, & im- 

pudently face it our with like diſtinctions. For it an adverfarie 

of the H. Ghoſt ſhould be controuled by thar we reade to the 

x.1.Cor. 2,11, Cormthiz;* T he thmgs of God knoweth no mar. but the ſpirut of God: 
| . - His anſwer (after Bellomins patterne ) were readie, that this 
proveth not the ſpirit of God ro know thoſe things, becauſe it 

might bc a negative exception. 1tmporring that S.'Paul woulde 

determine nothing preſently thercot, It one who. diſpaircd of - 

the mercie of God through conſcience of his ſines,& treſpaſles 

&,Luk.13-3 ſhould be put in minde of Chniſts ſpeach ro finnersd Tee ſhall all 
periſh except yee __ : He might replie therero tharthe exceptio 

1s negative ; and this, though not 1n the former poynr, yet here 

weretruz; butto make irſerve his humour. he muſt expounde 

it with Beltarmi, that Chrift-doth notdetermin what ſhall be- 

6 Lori. 9.37 come of th-repentant, 'Tfavſurerſhould be rold- that hee js 
© Eptel. 28 forbidderto Gave forth por Uſurie dor torake excreaſe:& a theete 


' t,2.Thefs,3 (3 That\h? is e commanded T.o labour © Woorke,es k ſo to eate hus oone 


breade ; they might (at they had learned to imitare” Bellarmin.) 
detendrhowrrades borh; the one by affirming, that'to torbidd 
athingis rofay nothing of it; rhe other, tharro commanide be 
tokencth ro forbid./ In aworde,, wharſoever opinion were re- 
proyedasftailc, or action as wicked, out of the: {criptures , de. 
ban7”21 | noun.ing 


Of th e lawfullnes of marriage, Pah.g. 
nouncing death etcrnall and paynes of hell thereto:the ſedu- 
ced and diſobedienr might ſhitt the ſcriptures of, by glofing 
thus ypon them, thart falſe is true and wicked holy : life ment 

by death, and heaven by h<1l. Or if the papiſts chem-(clves 
would condemn his kinde of diſtinguiſhingand expounding 
places,as ſcnſel-f{- and (hamelcſſe : rhen l-rirhem give the ſame 
. ſentence of Bellarmmns that negative is afirmative,and to ſay no- 
thing is to dente. Whi h wherher they doc,or no, I will, with 
th: coſ-nt & l1'1nyg(I do 1br not) of all indiffcrent indges, and 
(zodly minded men who love the truth and not contention, 
conclude, rhat theſe lying gloſes of the Icfuits doe not become 
a Chriſtian. And ſeeing iris proved that an exception neg3- 
tiveisnota pr.tcrition or lbng over a thing in filence(which 
it Chriſt had ment, hee conld have donewith fitt words,as wile 
men ar- wont) butaflat denying of that in on caſe, whichrhe 
204.2 ition aftirmeth in all others : ir remayneth that Chris? 

avingexcepted our of his generall ſpeech them who for whore 
dom? put away their wives, denicth that in them, which in all 
others he athrmerth; and rhereby teacherh vs that the man who 
putting away his wife for that cauſe, marrieth another, doth 
not commut adultcrie. 

The next trick of Sophiltrie, whereto as to a ſhelter our adver- 
ſaries b{take rhem, 1s that the exception oughtto bereſtreined 
ro thetormer branche of purting away the wife onely. Tothe 
whichintent, they ſay that there arc ſome words wanting in 


the text which muſt be ſupplied and perfe&ed thus ; Whoſoever 


ſhall put away his wife( Which 15 not lavofull except it be for Whoredome) 
2nd marrieth another, doth commit adulterie. This deviſe doth Bel. 
lrmm allowe of as probable, though not like the foreſayd ewo 
of negation and negative exception. But ourEngliſh;Pamphlet- 
ter preferrcth it before all. And ſurely if it were lawtull to foilt 
in theſe words whichrs not Lawfull:the Pamphletter might ſeeme 
to have ſhewed greater \ kill herein then Bellarmin,, But men 
of vnderſtanding and indgmet doe knowethat this werea rea- 
dy way to-make the ſcripture anoſe of waxe and leagen rule(as 


P:ghuis doth blaſphemouſly rearme it)if every one may adde |) 


not what the circaſtances & marrer of the text ſheweth ro bee 


wanting, but what himſclf liſtcth to frame ſuch ſenſe thereof as 
C pleaſeth 
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pteaſeth his conceit and fanſie. The ſundric interlaſings of 
words by ſundry authors into this very place and the wreſtings 
ofit thereby to ſundry ſenſes may(ro go noe turther)ſufficient- 
bates ly diſcover the taulr and incovemience of that kinde of dealing, 
is Mak. rg, FOr®theBiſhop of Auilaſupplieth irinthis manner who ſo p:1r- 
| teth away his wife,except it bee for Whordome,though he marrie not an- 
1 other, committeth adulterie, and whoſo putteth her aVpay in. _ 
1 ver ſorte, if he marrie another ,doth commu adulterie. Freier Alpho- 
| Fe wer Ger ſus' checketh and contfolleth this interpretation, partly as roo 
!' {er lib yr. x; Violent, for thruſting in ſo many words; partly as vntruc,for the 
\ Nuptiz, former braunch ot ir : ſith hee who purreth away his wite, 
not for whoredome, although he cauſe hero commit adulterie, 
| yet doth not himſelfe commut it unleſſe hee marree another. \Where- 
ypon the Fricr would have it thus Tupplied rather. Wheſo put- 
rerh away his wife, not for other cauſe but for Whoredome,and marrieth 
another, doth commit adilterie. But this though it have not foe 
| many words added,as the Biſhop of Auilas, yct in truth it is 
dl: j more violently forced againſt the naturall meaning and dritt of 
8" | the text. For by adding theſe words Nor for other cayſe,hispur- 
ſe is to ſay, that whoſo putteth away his wite tor noe cauſe 
Ga for whoredome yet commutterh adulterie, it he marrie an- 
bl other ; much more it hee marrie having put away his wie for 
1-7 any other cauſe. And ſo is Chriſts ſpeech madein effe&t cleance 
[oy contrarie rothat which his owne words doe geve : hee {aying 
| || Whoſoever ſhall put away his Wife except ut bee for Whoredome : an 
$1.1 1 the frier forcing him toſaze Whoſoever ſhall put awaye his Wife al- 
1114 though tt bee for Whoredome, and ſhall marrie another, doth commut ad- 
| k, la Matrqg #Hlterie. * Nrcolas ct Lira beeing, as in time more auncient then 
ll ils the frier, ſo more ſincere and ſingle in handling the ſcripture, 
il! faith that other words mult bee interpoſed to the ſupplying of 
118 it thus. Whoſo putteth-ewvay his wife except it bee for Whoredome ſin - 
il neth, and doth agaynſt the Lyive of marriage; and Whoſomarrieth ano- 
{| ther doth commit adulterie. \Wherein though hee deale lefle ry yo- 
i; lently with the texr,thzn dos the frier and the Bi(hop : yet hee 
vl: ; offend:th alſoin their licerious humour of adding ro the {crip- 
ture, where nothing was wanting, and making it thereby to 
ſpeake that which he: thinketh, whereas he ſhould have learn- 
cd to thinke that which ir ſpeaketh, yea Bellamy him felt ac- 
knowledgeth 


Of the lnfulnes of <AMarrige Pas.rt 
know'edgerh that hey all were overſcent herein, albectt cerſu 
ring them with gentler words, as he is wont his favorites and 
fremds, For the cxplecationsl( fayth hee ) which the Biſhop of «A- 
wl:, eAlphorſus a (aſtro, and others have deviſed, are not ſoe probable. 

But why thould theſe be noted by himas improbable, yea 
denyed vnworthy the rcherſall, and that of his owne, though 
adding in the like forte, which zx not Lavefull, be allowed as proba- 
ble, yea magnyhed as molt true by the pamphletter ? Therea- 
ſons which they both, or rather which Zallarmm., tor the pam 
phletrcr doth no more here but Englith him, as neitherels whe 
re tor the moſt partz,though hee bragg not thereof: the realos 
then which ZBellarmm doth prefle out of the text to breed a per 
ſuaſion in his credulous {chollers that this interpotnts is pro- 
bable and likely, are preſſed indeed according to the proverb; 


T be Wrmome of the ncſe cauſeth bloode to come out. For hee {ayth . 


that Chri/i did not place theexception after thoſe words «And 


all marrie another, but {traight attcr thoſe whoſoever (hall put avvaie! 1.Prov 30.9, 


and likewiſe when. hee added, ard Whoſo marrieth her that is put away 
commuteth adulrerie hee aid not 107ne thereto; Except it bee for whore- 
dome : to the mtent that hee mioht ſhewe that the cauſe of Whoredome 
doth onely make the putting away to be lawful,C5 not the celebrating of 4 
neve marriage too. And how doth he prove that Chriſt did foe 
place the exception inthe former clauſe to this intent ? orro 
this intent did omut it in the latter ? Nay hee proveth it not ; it 
is but his coniccture, hike a ſick mans dreame. Vnlefle this goc 
for a proofe,that Chri/t did nor fo place it before withour cauſe, 
nor omit it afcerwarde without c2ule. Which if hee meant it 


ſhould, it was for want of a better, For Chrift did not theſe things 


without cauſe | graunt T herefore he did the for this cauſe; it toloweth 
not. S.Paze, having occaſion ro cite a place of {criprure doth 
ſet ir downe thus. ® Come yee out from. among the, + ſeperate your 
felves ſanth the Lorde , and touche noe uncleane thmg. Herein hee 
hath placed the words ſzyth the Lord, not after touch noe wnclcane 
thing but after, ſeperate your ſelves. This did he not withoutcauſle, 
What ? for this cauſe thrretore that he might reſtraine the 
words, ſayth th: Lord, to the tormer branch as not pertayning 
to the later alſo?No tor it appeareth by the »Ptopher Efay thar 
they belong to both. Ir is to be honght then, that the __ mw 
C2 
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God whodothnothing withour cauſe,did move Paul for fome 


Fs cauſe to placethe foe. perhaps forperſpicuity & commodiouſ(- 


neſle of gzving orher men therebyro vnderttand the ratherthat 
both the words going before, and coming after were qualified 
with ſzyth the Lord. which is to be likewife thought of the ex 
ception placed by our Saviour berweene the two branches ot 
hisſpzech. And that with ſoc much greater reaſon, in my iudg 
ment becauſe if hee had placed it after the latcr end ſhall mar- 
rie another, the words z Except for Whoredome might have ſeemed = 
to ſignific that it were lawtull for a man having put away his 
wife tor any cauſe, to marric another,if hee could uot conteine; 
as it is wrirten + becauſe of Whoredome, let every man. have his Wife: - 
where now, the exception being ſet betore(the phariſies whoſe 
queſtion Chriſt therein did anfwer) could gather noe fachpoy- 
ſon out of his words : to tecde their error : but they muſt necd- 
esacknowledge this ro be his doctrine , that a man may nor 
put away his wife for everie cauſe, and marry another, bur for 
whoredome onely. As for Chriſts omitting of the exception 
afterward, Bellarmu. himſelf will quickly ſee there might bee 
another cauſe rhereof, if hee confider how S. Paul repeatin 
this docrine of Chri# doth wholly omitt the exce ;onwhich 
nevertheleſſe muſt needes bee ſupplyed and mdatvnde For 
why doth S.Pa ul ſay that ro married perſons, the Lorde pave com- 
maudement ; Let not the wife te from. her huſband,and let not the 
huſband put aWway his Wife ; without adding ro either parte, except 
it bee for whoredome, which the Lord did add? Bellarmurs grearcſt 
2 DoRor ſairh that hee omitred it becauſe it -was very wel! 
knowne,moſt notorious.IF then S,Paxl had reaſon troomitt it 
wholy becauſe it was ſo; well knowne : How much moreijuſtly 
might Chriſt in parteomitrit for the ſame cauſe, having menti- 
oncd it immediatly before, & made it knowne thereby? Chicfly 
ſ.ing that as hee framed his ſpezthro mens vnderſtanding, ſo 
did he folow the common vic of mentherein. And if I ſhould 
ſay vpon the like occaſion whoſoever drawerh his ſword,except he be 
# magiitrate,and killeth a man, commuteth murder,and Whoſotver ab- 
betteth him that killeth a man committeth murder: what man of ſenſe 
and reaſon would hot thinke I meant that the exception ſer 
downein th: former ſentence touching maquellers pertaincth 
to. 


Of the lavefullnes of Marriage Pas.1 3 
to the Jater of there abbetters alſo, and vtrered once muſt ſerve 
for borh 2? yea, cven inthe former roo, who would not thinke 
tharmy m-aning were the exceprio ſhould reach,vnto both the 
branuchesof drawing the ſword, & killing a man;norro bee ab- 
ridged & tyed vp vnto the firſt,as if I had {aid, whoſoever dravtverh 
his ſword (which none may doe except he bee a magiitrate ) © kulleth a 
man, commuteth murder? yet one who were diſpoſed to play the 
Icſuitzs parte, might thus expound my ſpeech, and ſay I raught 
thereby that Perer 1n deede was iultly reproved for drawing his 
{word though, he killed nor: But magiſtrates are authorized to 
| drawir,and noc more,not to put men,to death,&*to take ven- 
geaunce on him that doth evill. Neither ſhould he doe mee grea 
ter wrong. there in by making mee to ſpeake contrarieto {crip- 
ture,then Bel/armm doth Chriit by the like depraving of the like 
{entence. Bur if all theſe reaſons will not perſuade his ſcholars, 
that in Chr/ts ſpeach the exceptioof whordomeis tobe exteded 
to both the pornrs 10intly of putting away & marrying: & that 
Bellaymin, adding thels a whic his not lawtull, cd vnlaw- 
fully ſow a patchot humaine raggs to the whole garment of 
Gods moſt precious word: behold their owne doctrine allowed 


& eſtabliſhed by the Councel of Tret,ſhall forcethem,will they, 


nill they to ſee 1t & acknowledg it. For it the cxcepti6 be ſo tyed 
onelyto the former point : Ther, a manmay nor putt away his 
wife for any cauſe ſave for whoredome, no not from bed aud 
boord,as they tearme it,thatis,from muruall copanie & ſocicty 
of life, although he marry not another. But the Councel of Tret 
pronounceth and defincth, that thereare many cauſes, for the 
which aman may pur away his wite from bed and board, where 
fore the Papiſts(no remedic)muſt graunt that the exceptiocan- 
nor ſo bee tyed vnto the former point onely. . Andrherefore 
whereas Bellarmm ſayeth further that he thiketh1t1s*S. T homas 
of Aquines op that Chrifts words ſhould bee expounded ſo:05-" Ierom 


q Mat 26,12, 


eRom.13.4 
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tin 4.dift 3c, 


quzlſt an ace, 


feemeth ſome what to bee of the ſame mmae:the Papilts peradventure. 5.a4ult, 
wilbefaine to ſay thatBellaymm was deccived herein. For els not * 3X19, 


onclic /erom of whom they reckon lee but * *T bomas of Aqume 
the ſaintt of Samtts & chictel light ot the Church of Rome ſhalbe 
conviuced of errour,even by the Councell of Trents verdiQ, 


' And theſeconſideracions doe likewiſe ſtopp the paſſage of 
C11 another 
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for whoredome, committeth adulterie, and Whoſo marrieth another com- 
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anotherſhifr, which is cooſin german to the laſt intreated of, 
and Bellarmn prayſerh it alike. To weere thar the Words com- 
mteth zdulrerie, muſt be « , yo and underiFood in, the former parte 

oſoever putteth aWway his wife, except it be 


mitteth adulterie. *Salomor., did wiſely iuds that ih2c was not the 
mother of the childe who would have it devid< d; but ſhee who 
deſtredir might bee ſaved entier. Surely the Icfuirc hath nor 


_ thoſe bowels of kinde and loving afte&ton towards Chriſts ſen- 
reuce that a Chriſtia ſhould, who can finde in his heart to have | 


it devided; & of one living body ,nacly,Whoſoever purteth away his 
Wife except it be for whordoe and, marretth another cometh adulterie, 
made? as it were two peeces of adead carkas,the firlt, Whoſoever 
putteth away his wife except it bee for Whoreaome, commutteth adulteric, 
the ſecod,whoſo marrieth another commueth adultrie. Which dealing, 
beſide the incovenieceof making the ſcripture a noſe of waxe & 
leaderule,it men may add what pleaſ-th the,ſperialy if they may 
alſo magle ſenteces,& chop the in ſundry parts : but b.ſide this 
maſchict hereir hath a greater, thar (bri/# molt true and holy,is 
made thereby to ſpeake an vntruth. For a man may put away his 


- wite forother cauſe, rhen for whoredome,& yet not comut ad- 


ulterie himſelte. Yes, hee committerh it ({ayth Bellarmur., ) mm, 
his wrves adultery, Whereof hee was the cauſe by puttmg her vmnuſtly 4- 
way. But Ireply thart it is one thing to caulchis wite to comitt 
it, another to commit it himſelf, And (þriſt when hce was 
minded to note rheſe ſeverall faults,did it with * ſeverall words 
expreſlinge them accordinglye. Moreover, vnderitandinge 
the tearme, ro put aWay, not as *the force thcreot doth yeeld, & 
Chrift tooke it for looſing ofthe bad of marriage, but for aſcpe 
ration from bed, and boord onely, as Bellarmin, vnderitand- 
eth it : He cannotallowe the ſenrence which hee tathererh one 
Chriit , though ſoe expounded , without-either condemning 
of the Trent Councel, or beeing himſelf condemned by it. 
For if whoſoever ſcperaterh his wife from him, bur for 
whoredome , doth committ adulteric in cauſing her to com- 
mitrir : Then is it a ſinne to ſ:perare her for any cauſe fave 
for whoredome. If it bee a ſinne : The * Chur:h of Rome 
erreth in houlding and decrecing that ſhee may bee ſeperated 


tor 
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for ſundric other cauſes. Bur whoſocver ſayth that the Churche 
erreth hefein.is accurſed by thea Councell of Trent. The Coun- "xx OY 
cell of Trent therefore doth coſcquently curſe Bellarmin., if hee 
ſay that Chri## (pake his wordesin that ſenſe, in which he coſtru 
cth them. And doth it notcurſeb «Auf. alſo, &<T beophuiact, > Lib, contra 
who Bellarmin, alleag-th as ſaying theſame?ar leaſt it declareth yn"? 
that inthe Conccls tudgment, the tathcrs miſſexpoad the Scrip £in Marr, 13, 
tures ſometymes , even thoſe veric places on which the Papiſts 
cite the as{ounde interpreters of the ſcripture.Now the ſpeech 
of Chriſt being clear:d & ſaved entier from all cavils,the mean- 
ing thereof 1s playne,as I have ſhewed,that he who having put a 
way his wife for whoredoe marricth another, comutterh not ad 
ultcrie. For ſoc much imporrcth the exception negative of the 
cauſe of whoredo2,0ppoſed to rhe generall attirmative propoſi 
tio, wherewith our Saviour anſwered the queſtion of the Phariſi 
es touhcingivorcemets vied by the Iewes,who putting awayc 
there wives tor any cauſe did marrie others. 
The onely rcaſon of adverſaries remayning to bee anſwered, 
ſtood vppon , and vrged by them as mote eftectuall,and for 
cibleto the contrarye, 1s an exampleot like ſentences : from 
which , fith the like concluſfion(ſay they)cannot bee inferred, 
as wee inferre of this, the inferrence or this is faulrye. And 
faultie ( Igraunt )they might eſteeme it iuſtly if the likecon 
cluſtons coulde not bee drawen from the like ſentences. 
But lerttheexamples, which they bring for proote here of be 
throughly ſifted : And it will appeare that either rhe ſenren- 
ces are vnlike, or the like concluſitons may bee inferred of 
them. For of three ſentences propoſed to rhis end, the 
the fir{tz is out of Scripture in S. Iames Epiſtle d T's hw. that 
knoWweth hoW to doe well, and doth it not , to ham; there is ſm. A dlames, 4,17 
ſentence though in ſhewe vnlike to that of Chriſts, tor the pro 
poſition andexception both : yer having in deedethe force of 
the like, it 1t be thus reſolved.T o him that doth not Well,cxcept hee 
knoW not ho to doe Well there is ſp. And why may it not becon- 
cluded hercof,that there is no finn to him, who knoweth not hoyy 
to doe well ,& doth it not?becauſe there are ſims of 1gnoraunce((anthBel 
Lermm )C he who knoweth not how to doe well, and doth it not, ſumeth, 
rough leſſe then, hee that offendeth wittingly. 7 knoWwe not whether 
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this be a ſnine of ignorauns in Bellaymin., or no, that when he 
ſhould ſay(if he will check the concluſion )rhere 15 ſune to 1gnorant 
he ſaith (as if that wereall one) the 19norawnt ſmneth. Betwene 
which two things there is a great difference 1n S.James his mea- 
ning. ForS.lames intheſe words y there is finne to him, doth 
ſpeake emphatically,& noteth in that man the ſame thar our (2 . 
viour did in the Pharifies, when (becauſe they boaſted of their 
ſight & knowledg)* he told the thatrhey* had {inne:meaning by 
this Phraſe, as himſelf expoundeth ir,that therr ſinne remamed,that 
is to ſay, continued andſtoodr firme & {etled. The cuſtome of 
theGreeke tongue wherein S. [ames wrate,doth geve this Phraſe 
thar ſenſe,as alſo the Smiaque(the language vied by Chrift)tran- 
ſlating Chri#ts words after the ſame manner : & the marrer tre- 
ated ofdoth argue that he meant not generally of {inne, bur of 


ſinne being & cleaving to 2 man in ſpetiall po comares ſort. For 
a not according to ut, 


be beaten with ſtripes: but he that knew it not, and yet did com- 
matt things worthy of ſtripes, ſhalbee beaten with fewe, Likewilc in tral- 
eſſion wherero the puniſhment auſwereth he that knowerh how 

to doe well, doth ut not, ſine ts to him, hee hath it, he off endeth nota- 
b'y:But he that knoweth not how to doe well, doth exnll hath not ſme 
fticking to him, hhis ſine remaineth not hee ſinneth net ſo greatly & gret- 
vouſly.Wheretore when Bellarmin, draweth out of that ſentence 
ſuch a concluſio as if S./ames in ſaying there is ſinne to him, had 
ſimply meant;hee ſamerh; Bellarmm muſtaketh the meaning of !' 
the ſentence; which if the text it (elf cannot. informe him, 8 his 
doRors well conſidered may.But take the right meaning & the 
concluſion wilbe ſound .Whoſoever doth not good and honeit thmgs, 
except it he of 1onoraunce phe ſinneth deſperatelie + mamely. T herefore 
whoſo of tgnorance omuteth to doe them, he ſinneth not deſperately. And 
thus our concluſion drawen fro Chris (cfitence 41s rather con- 
firmed the preiudiced by this example. Yea lereven S. Þ Auſtin, 
whoſe aurhoriricBellarmim doth ground on herein, be diligently 
marked: And himſelf in matching theſe ſentences together be- 
wrayeth an overſight, which being corrected will helpe the truth 
with light & ſtregrh. For ro make the one of the like rhe other, 
hee is faine to faſhion Chri#s ſpeech-in this fort:T o hum who put- | 
tech away his wife without the cauſe of whoredome C marrith another, © 
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1 ro hun, there 15 the cryme of £0: ares. x 6 Now Chris hath ! ER 


not 2 theſe w ords of emphatical il properne, and firong {1gn1H- 2.Moicheiaay 
cation, whereby he might teach, as S. Am ouſt _gahercth, tocſia 
that whoſoever putteth” away his wife for any cauſe , fave for 
whorcdorac, and marricth another, comitterh adulteric in an 

high degree : and {oe imply by conſequen: e, that whoſoc mar- 

ricth another, though having put away his former wife for 
whoredorme, yet C0! nmittcth 2dulteric t00, alcflc adulterie. 

But that which Chri/ ſaith 1s (1; nple,Aarr, abſolute ; 3he com- ,. Moichatai. 
miteth adulterie. And theretore as 1t may be inferred out of S: 
fames,thar he who omitteth the doing ot goodthrough igno- 
rauncc, ſinneth nor with a loftic ha nd in ſolute {htnes of an 
hardn:d hart : Soe conclude we rightly our of Chrifts wordes 
thar he. who having pur away +; wite for whoredome, marri 
cth another, co! amicecth not adultericin any degree at all, 

The firſt .ntencethen alleaged by S.2 Auſtin and after hun 
preficd by our adverſaries out of the {r1pturs, 1s ſoc farr from 
diſprooving, that it proov« <cthrathcrrhe hike concluſions from: 
the like ſcnten;es. The ſeconde and thirde are out of theire 
owne braynes : The one of Zcllzrmms torging, the oth:r of the 
Pamphletrcrs : Bellarmms, Hee tha t ſtealeth, except it bee for neede, - - 
ſouth, The Pamphlctrers : Hee that ma kt Þ. : [yezexcept t bee for 
a V aunt: wea toth Welfuilly ſum. Whercofthey (ay it were aw rong 
and badd inferrence T hat hee ſomneth not, W bo [tea ueth for need : 
and hee Who tyeth for a Faunt 0e, fonneth not W fully. A hadd infer 
rence indeed. Bur the tault therotis, in thar thele ſentences 
arc not ike ro Ch miſt s r or Christs is trom Heaven full 0: truth 
aud wiſdome : Theſe of men, tond, and 1mply vntruth. They 
might have diſputed as fitly ro their purpoſe, and prooved it as 
forcibly it they h: d vſed this example : » Allfoure-footed beaits ex 
cept « Apes and + Monks are devo; d of reaſon... or this ell long- 
eared Creatures except aſſes are beaits. For h-rcof it could not bee 
con-luded iuſtly that Aſſes arenor beaſts, and Apes are not de- 
yoyd of reaſon. No. Butthis perhaps might bee concluded, 
in{tly, tha! he had not mu h reaſon, nor w 45 farrefrom a beaſt 
that would make {ach ſunrences; Conlid: ring that all men who 
W rite Or (pc tke wit reaſon, means thar to bz : deniediiu the per 
ticular which they doe exceptfro n a generall athrmed. And 

D therefore 
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therefore ſith h-e ſinneth who ſtcalerhi though for neede,as the 
wiſe man ſheweth, and hee that lieth 'or a vauntage doth will- 
fully ſinne, yeathe more wilfully ſomtymes, becauſe tor a vaun 
tage, as when the ſ{:ribsb.lyed Chrift : It werea verie fond and 
witleſle ſpezch to ſay,that Whoſoever ſtealeth,except ut bee for necdc, 
ſimeth : «And Whoſoever lyeth except ut bee for a vantage doth voulful 
by ſame .\Wheretore theſc ſenteces are no more like to Chr:/ts,the 
copper is to gould, or wormewood torhe bread of Heaven. 

Neither ſhall they ever finde any ſentence like to his indeede, 
of which thelike concluſto may not be interred,as we inferre of 
thar. And foe the maine groundof my principall reaſon pro- 
poſed in the beginning,remaynerh ſurc & clearly prooved:rhat 
he byChriſts ſentence comitreth nor adulteriz,who having pur a 
way his wife for whoredome marneth another, Wh:rcot ſceins 
it folleweth neceſſarely, that he who hath pur away his wi'c for 

whordoe,may lawfully marrie anorher,as I there declared: it 
followeth by the ike neceſ l1ty,of colequece, rhat the 
popith doctrine mainteined byouir adverſaries 
denying the ſame,is contrarie to the 
ſcripture & doth gainſay the 
truth delivered by 
the Sonne of 
God, 
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THE SECOND CHAPTER. 


T he places of Scripture alleag-d by the adverſaries to diſprovye the 
Lawfull bberty of £ Marriage after Droorcement for « Adulterie, are 
Propoſed, Exammed, and *Frooved not to make agayuſt it. 


AinfteAuſtmin his learned bookes of 
Chrittian Doctrine, wherein hee geves 
rul-s how to find? the right and trne 
{ence of Scriptures, doth well aduil2 « De doar, 
the faithful, Fir8t roſearch and marke theſe <®r® lib.ze 
things Whuh are ſct done 1.5 the Scripturs whe 
pluny, and then. to goe i. hande with ſif- 
erg and diſc uſſns cf the darke places : that 
the darker ſpeet hes may be made evident by 
Patterns and examples of the more playne (> manifeſt, and the records 
of certayne C5 vndou bred [ctences may take away doubtefthe itcertayne. 

This wholſome and iudicious Counſaile of S$,>Awenſtin if 
our adverſaries had bene as caretull to tollow, as they are wil- 
ling to ſhew they tollow him in theſe things which he hath writ 
tn lefſe adviſcdly : they would not have alleaged and vrged the 
places of Scripture, which:they doe agaynit the poynt of doR- 
rin: hith-rto prooved our of thenient. nth chapter of S. .2a- 
thew. For (riſt in that place doth open the marter and dec ide 
the queſtion molt _— and tully : ot purpoſe anſwering the -, 
Phariſes. In others, .ither it 1s not handled of purpoſe, jnci- 4 
dently rouch.d zcrin gen-rallity ſcrt downe more brictiy, and 
ſo2 moredarkly and obſcurely. Wherefore 1f any of the other 
places had ſeemed vnro them to rayſ- vp a ſcruple, and ſhew of 
ſome repugnanci- : they ihould have taken paynes to explayne 
and levell it by that in $.e Mathew the darker by rheclearer, the 
brieffer by the larg.r, the vncertaine and ambiguous by the vn 
doubted and certayne, Bur fec1rgthey have choſen to foll- 
ow S.»Auſtms overſights rath:r the lus beſt adviſes in likeſorte 
as Þ Furs, an oratorof Rom-didimitate Frmbriawhot: force d.Cicerolid, 2 
of ſpecch and argu-uents hes attain*d not to, butpronoun' ed "* 5% 
D 2 broadly 
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broadly and {cr his mouth awrylike kim:wee muſt ſay of theas 

briſt of the Pharifies* Ler then. alone, they are blynd teaders of whe 

hnd : and our {elves endevour to tollow S. «Luſt, in that he 
tollowcd Chriſt, whoclearcdthe darker place ot e79ſes bye the 
playner word and ordinance of God. The which it wee doe, 
wee ſhall ( by Gods grace ) cafily perceive, that- none at all the 
places alleaged by our adverlarics,doth make agaynit the doc- 
rrine alrcady prooved and concluded, 

For the firit of themis in the fitth of «Mathew! Whoſoever 
ſhallputt avway hzs Wife,e xcepr it for Whordome,doth cauſe her to commit 
adnlterie, «And Wholo marrieth her that 1s put away doth committ ad- 
ulrerie, T heſe words ( ſayth Bellyrmuw and looke what Bellarmm 
ſayth the pamphletter ſayth with him, {o that one of their na- 
mes may {erve tor both and reaſon Bellarmimn. have the honour ) 
T beſt words. eAnd Whoſo marricth her that 1s put aVvay doth conpmut 
adulterie,muſt be ether generally taken. Wit hout exception_,or With the 
exception. Except it bee for Whoredome. {f generally, T hen” he who 
marreth her that 1s put away, even_fer Whoredome tos, doth committ 
aadulterie. T he band then. of «Marriage ts not d;folved and looſed by 

her putting away : but company debarred onely. For hee that marruth 
her ſhould not commut adulterie wnleſfſe ſhee were bound yer to her former 
huſband. And thus farr Bellarmin, ſayth well; but ſuperfluou- 
ſly. Forthc words may not bee gen:rally taken, fith th.y have 
r-lationto th<- tormer ſentence, whereto they are coupled ; and 
thatſcnrence ſpeaketh of her which is put away except for Whore 


. dome, Thar meaning then muſt n-ed-s bce tharhec who mar 


rieth her which 1s ſo put away doth commir adultcric. Neither 


; could Bellarmir, bec ignoraunt hereof,or doubt with anylikcly 


hood+, bur that this 15 ouriudgment, and wquld bce our anſ- 
wer. Wherefore his rwo forked diſputc about th: words,was a 
flouriſh on-ly ro make vs a trayde : as i: hee tought with a two 
hand (word, which would kill all that came in his way. But 
now hee gocth forward vpon his cnemics pike, & laycth about 
him on the other fide. 7f the words muſt bee taken, With the eXxCep= 
two, : then hee that marneth a whore put a\Vvay from her Duſband, 
commutteth not adulterie. «/1\nd con equemtly the Whore 1s im better 
caſe then the innocent and chaſte. For the whore is free and may be mar 
reed, Wheras the innocent that is wninſtly put away, can nether have 

hex. 
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ber former huſband, nor marrie another. But this moſt abſurd, that 
the Luv of Chriſt bcemg moſt wt jvould have her to bee mc, better caſe 
ot fate, cher .« udthy put, away, then her that 1s unutly. For an- 
(wer vnto which reaſon of Bellarmin, T would ſpurr him aquel 
; con, whether by the Popes law, w hich forbiddeth a man thar 
, g hath dene tv iſe maried ,or'h: ath maried a w 1dow, ro rake H.or pero _ 
ders & ad; nitterh on thercto thatihath kept Or happely keepeth Supereo. 
*many concubines, a whormonger bee 1n better caſe then an ho RAY x 
h neſtm an : and ifa whoremonger bee ſo by the Popes law,whe- i-c,Quiacires | 
ther wee ought totudge that this is moſt abſurd or noe. Here 
7 if hee ſhould anſwer mee that the Popes law is not moſt iuſt and 
: thertore noe marvell 1t it have ſome {uch things as were moſt ab 
; furd ro hee imagined by Chri/ts law : Imuſt ackrowledge hee 
| fpakercaſon. W «ll, I would {purre him then-another queſtis, 
| whether hee thinke that I am in betrer caſethen any leſuit,yca, 
| then the be{t of chem all. Phy hee will anſwer, there is noe co0- 
pariton. The belt 2 nay the worſt of themisin berter caſe then 
I am : Yet I may marry 1t I iſt : and none of them may becauſe 
of thcir vowe. Belike this Vow-Doctrine was not eſtabliſhed 
k,Extra,c.me 
by the law ot C-1/t, which 15 moſt 1aſt, but by, the Popes lawe minimus. 
rathcr. Or it is moſt abſurdthata pooreC hriſtian ſhould bee Qiclerici 
bes | h | ye! yoventes, 
in betrer c ale, t then the proudeſt Tefutt. Bur heere peradventure 
the man will ſay rather thar wee are Here tiques,and they Catho 
l11ques ; and the mcaneſt C athohique 15 1n better cale, even tor 
his faiths ſake,then any Hereritque whatſoever : whuc hifhe doe 


—_—_— C _ 
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; asit 15 likely, neither can hee ſay ought with probability but to 

4 this cKcA, then hath hce conturcd and ovcrthrowen his, argu- te 
k ment. i or by this anfwere hee cannot chuſe bur graunt that 

L the ſimplctt woman being pur away vnjuſtly from be r hutband 

F is in better caſe for her chattities ſake though thee may not mar 

{ ric, then whatſoever whore that may. AndI hope hee wilnot 

; fay that the ltewes and curtizans at Rome are in betrer caſe then 

. 


honeſt marrons there, divorced from their huſbands. Yet may 
none of theſe, while rheir huſbands hve bee 10yned ro others : 
whereas the curtizans are free to marrie whom they will lt any 
will marrie them, who are {oe free. Howbeit, leſt any place of ca 
velling bee lctt him, and of pretending a diflerence betwecne 
| rhoſe,whohaving had the vic of marriag 2c loſe the benefit of it, 
D 3. and 
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and thoſe who loſc it not, having never had it : I will ſetr b-tore 
him a playne demonſtration therof in married perſons. Sear 
1 com T5 (as th! Romaine Hiltori- re.ord-th ) did putt away his wife 
4 Dio.lib.7, eApicatavnjultly : ther-by to winne the rather the favour of Li 
via,which was the wie of Druſics. Lrvia being carried away wirh 
the wicked entiſements of Sezanz was not onely nought of her 
body with him, bur conſented alſo to make away her huſband 
Druliz with poylon, Now let Bellarmirn tell vs whether of theſe 
two were in better caſe «Aprcata or Livia ; Livia the adultercſſe 
& murderefſ: ofhir huſvand, being free to marry, or chaſt Ap:- 
cata, being bound to live ſolitary, It hee ſay L:vic ſhould have 

—_—P 222” bene put todeath by them Romaine law becauſe ofher murder 
cidis and th:n had (hee nor benein b:trer cale then «Aprcata for liber 
n,Levit20-19 ty ro matric : I reply that likewiſe by the law of® e1oſes the wo 
- ©” man whom Chriſt ſpeaketh of ,ſhould have bene put ro death, 
'  becauſc of her adulrery,and ſo: the doubt here ceaſed too. But 
th= law of e Moſes being left vnexe-ut.d on the adulterous wo- 
man,as the Romain was for the tyme of Lew : let Bellarmin, 
aſwer to the poynt,uor as of L:v4i onely, but of any whore that 
hath wrought her huſbands death,and tor want of proofe , or 
through the Magiſtrats faulris {uttered to live, whether ſhee be 

in bctrer caſe then an honeſt,chalt,rcligious matron,that is put 
away from her huſband vnjuſtly. Which it hee dare nor ſay, 

o Deut 8 7, contid-ring on the one {ide the plagaes thato 1n this life, andein 
4 _ 215 thelife to come arc layd vp for fuch miſcreants, on the other, 
_* *_ the blef{ed9promiles of them both aſſur. d to the Godly:thcn 
hee hath noe retuge, but hee muſt needs conleflethathis argu- 
ment was ford. For the murd-ring whore 15 notan adultcreflz 
by the law of Chri/t,though (hee rake another man, hzr huſband 
being dzade : and yetthe chaſt matron were an adultercſſe if 
ſhee married while her huſband liveth, who hath vnjuſtly putt 
1 NamF-r. hcraway: Waheran this notwithiiading 1s to be wergh:d,thata 
iepis bene chaſt womans caſ2 is not fo hard in compariſon of the whores, 
Swag :n2 No. Not for marriag- neither, as Pellrmin, by cunning of 
censaurem in ſy2ech would make it ſceme,to .ountcn unce therewith his rea 
Pe {6.For he frameth his! wor dsſo,2s if the. haſt had r.o poltibility 
vicum habere OFrem2dy at all, nzith-r by having her former hutband, nor by 

poteſt,nec al. X . BAS FIR” 

4 aubece, MATYINg another; & ther, fore were in worls cale therh.. _ 
wig 
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| wedlocke. And whereas wee anſwer tha 


Of the lavfulnes of Marriaee. Par-23, 


who 15 \ree to marrie, whereas the truth is,rthar by Chriſts lawe x | 
ſhe- nor! on: ly may, butſought to have her former huſband, x74. 
And why thould not jhee bee as likely ro recover her huſ- {- ver, 
bands goodwill, to whom ſhee hadd bene faithfull : as a fayth- 
leſſe whore and in{amous ſtrumpert to get a newe huſband ? 
Chi.tly ſeing that itis to bee RA On, they loved ech other 
wh.n they marricd : and experience iheweth that: Fallmg ont of anc. © 
Lovers 1s a renewing of love. But if through the trowardnes of 
men on the one ſidz, & fooliſhnes on the other, the chaſte wite 
could hardly recgcile her huſbad,the whore ger cafily a match: 
it ſuffic:th that the law of Chrit cannot bee juſtly charged with , 
abſurdity, though it doe enlarg the vnchaſt and lewd in ſome 
S—— thing, in which it enlargeth not the chaſt. No more 
chen*rhe providence of God may bee controlled and noted of Yer 7.7, 
"£ > Ig . x pla} 73.5, 
iniquiry though* the evill & wicked enioy ccrtaine carthly bleſ- 
ſings 1n this hte, which are not graunted to the vpright & god- 
ly. Wherefore the firſt place ot Scripture out of S. e Marthevy 
en torcrd by Zellarmie with I..;, horned argument (as the Lo- :. ditemms 
gitions tearie ir)doth £.rve him as much to annoy our cauſe: Poravtus 59} 
a, th: Iron hornes made ineAchabs favour byJedechiah the falce "FRI 
prophet did {tand him in ſtead to puſh and conſume the hoſte 
of the « Aramites 
The ſecond place is writtcn inthe tenth of, Marke. Y Who y.Maik1o.n 
fo putteth avvay his VWoife and marructh another commuteth adudterie a- 
gayns#t her : and if a woman put away her huſ band, and be married to 
another ſhee commatteth adulterte. The like whercot is alſo in the 
ſixteenth of Like * whoſoever putteth away his wife and marricth an- *,Luk 16.18 
ether,committeth adultery:and whoſocuer marrieth hey that 1s put aw 
from. her huſband, commuteth adultery. T heſe words((ayth Bellar- 
min ) doe teach generally, that marriage cotratted &+ perfeited berweene 
the fauthfull, ts never ſo diſſolved that they laVofully wyne tn, other 
as general ſentences 
are to be expounded with a ſaving otthe exception mentioned 
in* e Mathew, b-cauſe one Evangehſt doth add eftentymes thar 
anoth:r omitt<th ; & e Fſarthew els where contrary vato Marke 
and Luke, which ( ith they all wrote as they were moved by the 
holy ſpirit of trurh)is impoſſible : Bellarmin replieth that the E- 
vangeliits in deed omit or add ſomewhat now and than, which other E- 
'D 4 vangehits 


«a Mat19,9, 
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Prp.24. '  Uponya lavefullDrvorce. ; 
Evanoeliſts have not omuted or added ; but they doe never omit wn. 
| ſach ſorte that the ſentence ismadefalſe. Adtraunge kindeof ſpecche 
As itall generall ſentences weretalfe from rhe which ſome ſpe- 
tialrie, though not expreſſed in the ſame place,yet by cont. rece 
with others, 1s vnderitood to bee expretied. Sure the Civ1l! 
Lawe which in learned mens opinions hath: much truth, will 
then bee tayned foully with yntruthes and lyes. For how ma 
SE ſentences and rules are ſer downe in itwith tulland generall 
definitio Þ. ICArmcs,whercot notwithitiding there is none b lightly bur ſut 
de regul.jur's fereth an exception. The Canon law alſo ( whole creditr and 
ONES authority Bellarmuyc mult render, howſocver he doe the Civill) 
Sext c Generi, Dath ſtore of ſuch axtomes, and © teachcrh accordingly T hat 4 
pon particular doth aerogate from, the generall. But whart {peake I of 
Dig Sin oto Mens lawes ? In the Scriprure 1t telt [ob ſayth that 4 T he hipocrit e 
_ (hall periſh for ever, bike the dung - and David, that the © Wicked ſhall 
e Plal g,ty Fiernemto hell, all nations that forgett God. Salomon that ' Everie 
f Prov 16,5 provd-harted man. is anuabommatiun_to the Lord;though hand royne 
m hand hee (hall not bee unpuniſhed. Theſe {cnrences ot 1ob & Dawid 


and Salomon, arc true in the bclick of Chriſtians ; yet toralmuch 


as they muſt bee ynderitood with an exccption, according to. - 


the Dorine of 8 ( brit and ® his ſervants, ſaying vnto ſinners 


$Tuh33-3 Except Yee repent Tee ſhall all periſh : 1n the Ieluirs 1wdgement they 


o Bſay :,16,ct 


55.7 Luk, 3,8. aremade falle.;And /onas ſemblablie, when hee preached to the - 


AQ 2,18, - - 
L.Ionas 2.4 Numnvis, Tetforty dzys, and Nomveh ſhalbe overthowen, abvſ-d the 


2 bon Fane withan vntruth : though * learned men doe. finde a tructhin 
Nic Lycanus, his ſpcech , as being to be thus taken tharNamueh ſhould bee over 
« oa et, FHYOWen, Cxcept it repented. Orit Bellarmin. alſo ack nowledg the 
injonam, * dame, which hee may not chooſe, ynleflc of a Teſuit hee will be- 
come a Tulian,andquice renounce the Chriſtian tayth : then ac- 
knowledgerh hee that hee playeth the parte of a guilctull $o- 

phiſter or a malitious Rhetoricia, in ſignifying that the ſentece 

of (brit 1s made falſe, if it bee expounded and vndcritoode 

with an exception otherwhere exprefied. And wirhall by con- 

ſequence hee acknowledgeth farther, that it 15 an 1dle & brayn- 

ſi:k amplification whi h herevppon he- laviſherh our Icſuit like 

and vaynely miſpeadeth paynes and tymys abour it, by ſaying, 

that &ls ( if the ſentence forſoorh Were fulſe ) the Evancelists had dever- 

ved men to whonyg they delruered their Goſpells mikins pg of 

; Ther 
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Of th e Lewſuuttres of marriage, Pay zy. 
ther Evargelitts and that when Marke vwrote his poſpel at Rome veces 
ved by the preaching of Peter, hee "ara not ſend the Romames backe to 
Mathews goſpel, as to a commentary : Nay if Mathews goſpel hadd 
bene then, at Romt in the hands of the faythfull, tt may be "xj thought 
that Marke would not have Written, , and that Marke Wrote wot to 
add ought to Mathew, #5 Tohn aid afterward, but onely that the Ro- 
. mames might the better remember that which __ taught * For 1 Ire- m tb 2. hk, 
nec " Euſebius and® Icrom geve this ca and that Luke wrote EY 
his Goſpel for thaſ- nations to whom. Paul þ wink proir and vnto wh3' j11iftrib us in 
the ooke of Mathew «rd Marke were not yet come, but certayne falſe Mateo. 


wruw1gs of Falſ: Evangel:ſts onely : as *® humfcif ſhoweth briefly, and it o Luk.t.1 


1s more clear by gathered out of Ambroſe, q Euſebius an4* lerom. Gommen 
And in concluftis, thatthe things th-reforc which Marke and lib 3 = 


Luke ſay, mutt be abſo/ntely true,C* not t dependof Mathews Words, vn cap 24 
lefſe our mean bee that they were decerved, who did read Marke or |, e 1 þ ovine 
Luke wrhour Mathew. "For by this reaſon of Bellarmin., the Lica. 
words of fob, 'David, $:1-mon. and fonas, mult bee abſolutely 
true, and not dep:nd of Chri#ts words in Like or by Eſay:vnles 
our meanig bc,that th:y were deceived, who read thePſalmes of 
David orSalowons proverbs,or heardfob or fora ſpeake without 
Chriſt : which likewiſe might receive a gay ſhewe by ſaying that f Origen in 
Iob lib F. 
els ( if thcſe ſentences were falſe ) th:{c holy men had deceived 'athanzcin 
them to whom rhey ſpake or wrore,making noe mention of o- fynopl.facr. 
ther holy reachers : and that when Tob. and David, and Salo-' agPam, 
mor, andlonas did cither write or ſpeake, they did not put me Ib 13.cap.4>, 
over vnto Luke or Eſty as to a comentarie ; Nay fobs words hag es = 
were vrtered, before cither of them, orany of Chriſts pen-men Ch!yloit poly 
of the whole. Scripturz wrote,asf ſundry of the Fathers doe pro pe 4.5. 
bably reach: & Tone did looke that Niniveh ſhould be overthro Y ng 2.0 
we according to his abſolute ſpecch,ſo farre was he of trom {ed 5 6: 
ing the Ninivites to ſuch as ſpecihie the exception, beſides thar, 'o ' et.25.- 
had hee ſent th?m,whither ſhould they have gonz, who neirher y 2 Chron 6 
knewe the Scriptures, and » Jived belore th: tyme - of Litke nd 71 Kiog.4, 
Eſzy both ? David roo,and Salomon, were therr auncients tarre 2,Synops, 
and ech did fert forth the one his Plalmes, the other his Pro- by toi 


vcrbs ( even thoſe which they did writ ) not all at once but by pram. vavig 
partes; and ey ; their owne ticles, and Y other Sciptures ap. t<ommenr, 


in pſalra, 


pue, partly * «,Athanaſins, aT beodoret ,and v Bedeſig onihe:neither pratar: 
E did 


eee ae i i en IR = VS BeSaats: _ 


Pap.26. Upor.,a layfull Drvoyce. 
tn ev< boo. UA Luke Or Efay write to addought ro the Plalmes orProverbs, 

Il bes of Giro. Or tO the words of Job or Jonas, as c Exxa did to the booke of 1 
= _Þ1 piclkes, + Kings; But Eſay to publiſh onely his owne Prophecie, and the 
ſtorie touching it, Luke the Goſpel of Chriſt, and Ads of the A Z 

{tles. Here were a trimme tale, which might be very forcible | 

with a man forlorne, like Iudzs 7/carwr, to perſwade him, that | 
the ſentences of Tob, of David, of SalomozL,, of lonas concerning | 
the diſtrufion of hypocrits and all the wicked, arenot to bee 
expounded out of Luke or Eſay, with an exception of Repenr- 
ance, Yea, this ſhould of reaſon have greater force and weight ©! 
then Bellarmins of the ſame ſpinning. For he ſayth that Marke © * 
did not write his Goſpell to add ought to e Mathew, Which * 
thing ary Loan er yet eHarbe notwithitanding might be | 
expounded by e Mathew, and foe much the rather, «Hathew 
having ſpecified an exceprion, that Marke omitteth : as q the 
- Lawiers reach that their Generall rules were not written to add 

ought vnto the former, yer muſt bee expounded with the exce 
tions rouched in the former Lawes. Butintheſj oider-wobb 
that I have woven after Bellarmms patterne, it is contrariewile; 
that Eſzy and Luke did not write to add ought rothe Pſalmes or 
Proverbs, or to the words of fob or lonas ; which hath greater 
colour ro prove thattheir ſaying2s ſhould nor bee abſolutely 
true, and not depend of exceptions mentioned fo long after, 
neither meane ro bee ioyned to them : Chictly tor alianes from | 
the Common-wealrh of Iſracll, ſuch as they thar heard Job and * 
_ were, who lived not to read the- Dodrine of Chri## in ; 
is Prophets and Apoſtles. Wheretorc ſcecing Belliimy is for F 
ced roacknowledg it were a lewd parte to reaton and concludes * 
this on generall ſentences of /ob, David, Salomon, that an hypo- 
crite, a wicked, a proud-harted man, ſhall nor bee forgiven & 
ſaved though hee rep-nt : mu: h more muſt hee acknowledg a 
fault, in his diſputing and gath:ring out of Marke & Luke that 
2 man having put awaye his wite maye not marrye another, 
though hee have put h-r away 'or whoredome., And hereby 
wee may ſee what honour they both, himſclt and the pamphlet | 
tcr,who in this whole diſcourſe goeth with hun /oote by foote, 
fave that by enterlacing mor< fond vnſavory words, I.c over- 
runnth hum ſometymes :; a cover well beleeming au hy | 
Ll. e 


Of the lawfumes of e Marriage Pag.27 
tach a cuppe, onely ſomewhat broader ; but hereby weema | 
ſee whar Landa day have done*©S. e Auſtin in rotivg we poem Tp | 
their tale with his words, Who are wee, that wee ſhould ſay, Some 1-<42-9- 
putting away their wrues, and marrymg other, comm adulterie : and 

| ſome doemng ſoc comm 1t not , Whereas the Goſpel ſayth that every one 
| committeth adultery, Who doth ſo ? Even as much honour as them. 
ſelves ſhould gayne, it in the forlorne mans caſe, which I ſpake 
of they were his ghoſtly Farhers, and put hun in this comtorte 
Who are wee that wee ſhould ſzy, ſome voicked men ſhall goe to hell,(na 
mely the vnrepentant ) ſorze ( the repentant ) ſhall not goe, where- 
as the Scripture ſayth that everie wicked man ſhall goe to Hell, Lett 
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| this kinde of dcealling in refuting matters bee once allowed for 
carrant : and eyery prieſt and Ieſuit as well as the Pope will 
A have more Royall power, even overPrinces : what ſhould I fay 


over common Chriſtanus ? For whereas it is written in the E- 
piſtle tothe Colloſians Children obey your Parents m all things. & o 
Prophets were honoured withthe name of Fathers, not onel COS. 

by theirg ſchollers, the children of the Prophers,buralfo by the ,,. xioga.12 
bKings of Ifracl : the i title of Father gevero all pricſts though Þ.2 Kin.4.21, 
not inſuch degree as to ,the Pope, yet to all prieſts and to Ie- ; p51. rom r. 
ſuits eſpecialy, infomuch thar a! great perſon of Rome doth cont 5,lib,2, 
terme them not Fathers onely with the people, bur theReverend 193%, parer 
Fathers, the (atholique F.thers, the good Fathers of the ſociety of the patrum.+0: 

holy name of feſis : this title then applied and geven to them all ADIOS: 


e O 
|  willquickly winne theirſchollersto thinke that the = obechence cem. > 
| commannded towvrrds them_Þis obedience m all thmgs, Now we pro r — _ 
reſtants reach that nevertheleſſe ſuppoſing they were in deed the Engliſh 
1 Fathers nor caterpillers ofthe Churche, yer if Prieſt or Teſuir or _ pore 
the Pope himſelf ſhould commaund a man to commit murder = Heb 13.17 
or whoredome, or theft, hee might not bee obeyed, becauſeir roman gs i 
is written in the Epiſtle to the Epheſians ® Children obey your Pa- n-Ephci,6,* 
rents im the Lord, whence thatto theColloſians ought to bee ex- 
pounded, that Parents muſt bee fo farretorth obeyed, in all 
things as ſtanderh with the dewty which children owe to God 
andin pictic they may. Butif ſome Carholique Father ſhould 
denie this ,and ſay (like Father Robert ) that S. Paule #r deed one- 
muterh or addeth ſomeWwhat m one Epiſtle, which hee hath nat omatted © 
or added m another, but hee dothnever omit in ſuch ſorte that the ſer 
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Ul Pag.2t, Upon a Lawfull Divorce. 


Whom, hee ſent that Epiitle, making no mention of that other tothe E- 
pheſians : «And ſurely when hee wrote tothe Colloſſians from) Rome he 
| d:d not ſend then, back to his Epheſian Epiſtle as to a commentary ; nay 
4 that Epiſtle had bene in their hands, a may bee well thought, that hee 
1 would not have Written tothem.,, For hee did not Write the Epiſtle to the 
I've! Colloſſians thereby to add ought to that Which he had writte onto the E- 
S Uh pheſſi:ms, as hee did the later to the (ormthians, or T heſſalomans, after 
nm the former, but onely to reclayme the Colloſſians from. ther errour, that 
if man is reconciled, and hath acceſſe to God by Angels and to corett their 
LIT. m.+ in © 1eWw4ſh and Heatheniſh obſeruarions ; for » ChryloRt 0 p Theophylact, 
| epitad ard 1 Occumenius gevethes cauſe. T hat which Paule therefore ſayth 
j + ow) HM to the ( olloſſians muſt bee abſolutly true, and not depend of that beſo th 
 epiſt, ' to the Epheſians ,unleſſe our meanms bee that they were decerved, who 
48s read the Epiitle to the (olloſſians without the other. If ſome Catho- 
i _ lique Father(I ſay)ſhould ſpeake thus,agaynit our interpretin 
of Scriptur=: by Scripture, would not his childrcn Ly _— 
thinke it {trongly &1nvin«1bly proved, that they mult obey him 
abſolutely in al 


| things ? Chictly, if as Father Robert bringeth 


HY £,Monatin Azuftin,foc he brought r (aſſivrzs S. Chriſoftoms ſcholar in, who- 


” furut lib.+4, 


U 2Firothe worthy paterne of obedicnce to his Abbat or ; Father, as you 
| Syriaque, | woul. G for that he was re:dy to caſt his owne natural ſonne 

| (whence Ab- alitle child, into theRiver at his commandemet & ſoc as much 
bat comets) aslay in him did murder kyjs ſon, but that ſome by the Abbats 
Rom 8,.5, appoyntement did receive him beinge caſtz out of his Farhers 
hands towards the River, and ſaved him from drowning. For 

 .._ heeſwhoextolleth this Noyices fayth and devorion to Heave, 

oa g + affirming thar the Abbat was by revelation ſtraightway adver- 
t.Geneſ23,10 tifed, that eFnrims hadd performed t eAbraham rhe Patriarks 
worke by th: obediznce,as 1i there w:re noe difference between 

th2 » Loxds commandem:nrand an Abbats might have for- 

v.Genel,22-2 jeda ſentin'e like eAnftms in defence thereof : Who are wee 
that wee ſhould ſay, Children. ur, ſome things muſt obey their Parents, 

and in_ſome they muſt not, whereas the Scripture fayth. C hildren:, obey 

your Parents m all things. By the which conſtruftion whatſoever 


tence is madeſaulſe : for els S. Paule bad decerwved the Colloſſian s to 
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cap.” prayſ{cth one Matm(a noviceof an Abbey in Egypt) as a moſt 


% a mans mother ſhould command him, muſt bee obeyed too, 
thee being comprehended inth-name of Par.nts : and whar - 
ſocycr: 


__ het es ee eee ee rt de tet es ws lh. oe ns; Le 


-ning it. And a Dep the Edomite had deſcrved greater prayſe 3-1-5:m.23, 


Of the lavefullnes of «Marriage Pags.20. 


; TA. 
ſoever a mans *® Mailter ſhould command, hee beerng allo a Fa- —_ 


ther, and wharſoever ? anyGovernourihould comand, or frcnd 10b.29. 16. 
that hath don? good, or an olde Gray-headed ma they being Fa po pies 
thers all, though not by nature, yet by office, bencfit,or age. And 22.0. 
then had King , eAſadoncevill in putting downe his mother {590-17 
eMaachah trom her ſtate, becauſe ſhee hadd made an Idole n a 
grove;& in break ing downe her Idoll,and ſtamping it, & bur- 
then Sauls (:rvants : (ith they World not move their bands to fal vp- "" 
om the Lords Priefts,when their Mailtcr bidd them : which Doeg 
did and cx:cutcd his wrath tothe vrtermoſt, And the Þ Apol- b AQ.4.5.c2. 
tles hadd overſcene themſclves, when they diſobeyed the high 29. 
Prieſt, and rulers and Elders of Iſrael; and gave this reaſon ot ir 
Wee ought rather ta obey God then, men... Y ca that wrecthed impi- 
ous & execrable fryer, who did more then barbarouſly murder 
his Sovcraigne Lorde the * French King the annoynted of the »+yx wr rx 
HIGHEST, maythen bee excuſed, excuſed / nay commen- thethi:d 
ded and prayled by traytcrous papilts, as having done that "oe Y 
which hee ought : {eing it 15 11kely that exther Pope or Prieſt, or 
Ic{uit or Abbat, or ſome of his ſuperiours commanded him to 
doc it , Such abſurd conſequents of Bellarmms athirming that 
el arkes and L ukes Words mutt bee _ true, and not depend of 
eAlathevw, doc {hew whar great reaſon hce had ſoe to ſpeake. 
For 1t 1s written of the Cittic of Ieruſalem, compared with the 
C.maanues,eAmorites, and Hiutues © Such mother Suthdauohter: in <Ezek,: 6.4, 
like ſort may it be ſayd of this conſtru&tio of the holy Scriprure 
compared with Zellaymms, Such conſequece, ſuch-antecedent.And 
thus farre of his ſecond place. 
The third is in the Epiſtle to the Romaines the ſeveth chap. - 
4 Knowe yee not bretheren..( for f ſpeake to the that knowe the law ) that CINNY 
the law bath Domuuon vvera man as long as hee-lrveth ? For the wo. 
man, which 1s m ſulnetton to a man, 1s bound by the law to the man © 
While bee lwoerh + but if the man bee dead, ſhee is delrvered from. the 
law of the man. So then if \phile the man leveth, ſhee take another man, 
ſhee ſhalbe called an adultcrefie : but if the iz; be dead ſheers free from.. 
the lav,ſoe that ſhee 15not an adultereſſe though ſhee toke anothty man, 
Out of whuh place and ethe like m the ſeaventh of the firſt Epiitle tothe 
Cormthens, Wee gather ( (aith Bellarmin ) char the band of martiage 
E 2, is 


e.1.cor.7,39- 
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Ei,1Cor9,” Andthar isthepoyntwhich S.P 


' 4, Anczxus or 


© Agapenor, planteth a Umeyard,C+ eateth not Y the fruzte thereof 2 4Hee on who 
r 


' lac Tzezin 4: 
| Lycophe, they father the firlt occaſion © 


Pag.z6. UpozL, a laVefull Divorce 
bs never looſed but by death : and that ſem it is net looſed, tt re maynerh 
= drvarc ement too, for Whatſorver caxfe the divorce bee made. This 
oth Bellarz2., garher : but gathering ſoc, hee reapeth thar 
which the holy Ghoſt ſowed nor. For S.Paxls meaning in rhoſe 
words to the Romains and Corinthians was, that the band of 
- marriage is nor looſed comonly and ordinarily while both the 
parties live; not that ablolutely,itis never looſed till one of the 
die. Asin the like caſe(to open the matter by his owne cxam- 
ples ) heeffayth Who goeth to Warrfare any tyme at his owne coſt ? 
Now ſome have ſervd at their owne charges without pay ſome- 


f1Cor9g,7 


| g_Diony! tymes, For ſoe did thes Komi ſtocke of the Faby agaynit theVi- 


lycarn 2" entians and , Clzziasan Athenian Citizen agaynit rhe Perſians. 


CRroman li 9. 


h, Herod 1i-8 But men for rhe molt parte are pas publiquely therevnro. 
ereſpected. Againe i Who 


hat proverb e Mary thmos doe 
happen. ber\vee., the cupp and the lipp ; 1s ſayd not to have drunke 
of the fruite of the Vineyard which himſclfe had planted, nor to 


 k Cic.deſe- have catenthereof belyke. Atleaſt ſeing k old men plant trees 
- neawe. for their poſterity, neither might? the Tewes eate of their fruite 


Te 2, certayne yeares:It is more then likely that many of them did 


nor. Some did not queſtionlefle : they namely, who ſuſtained 


| m.Deur2?.30 the curſe which God d:znounced vnro them bye Hoſes. m T how 


ſhelt plant a Umeyard,and ſhalt not wfe the fruite thereof. Yet $. Paule 
ſayd wel, becauſe ſuch as plant Vinzs doe enioy them common 


''F a 1.Cor 9.7 F'& eAoayne n who feederh a flocks and eateth not of the milke of the 


w_ w- aa k-?They eat not of the milke, who docnor mulke their theepe 


Columell.!, at all : and o there bee who doe not, for teare of impayrin 

” Dene 32.44 thereby the lambs or woole. Butt 15 ſufficient forsS. Pauls 

Hom ody%.1i purpoſe, & the truth of his ſpeech, that men in moſt p cuntreiy 

COT. are wontto have the milked : & they who vndertake the paines 
wp ffeednig flockes, are accuſtomed to cate of the mulkes of the 


lib,z.Cato de O k , | 
re rult.cap *3. Agckes. Againe 1 omen ever hated his owne fleſh but nourheth & 


| Bret cheriſheth ut .Cato the yonger,who flewe himſeltat Urca, * was Þ 


Ephel 5,29 core ' \ 
eplurare Cato farr from nouriſhing and cheriſhing his body,thar when his bo- 


ORR wer being guihed our thereof, hoe was nor yer dead, hee tore 


14-46. HRT Che e's : 
t.1,5am 31,4 them in picces with hisowne hands asf Raſzas alſo did. Neither 


= would S. Pare have denicdthis : who knewe that * many _ 


VANE 


Pane 2p wy» ar 4. 
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Of the laWwfnbres of EM arriaoe. Tae-31, 
killed themſelves, and taken away all ioyes of liſe rothcir fic{h. 
Onely he meaur that noe man hath ever lightly hated it,but &- 
vcry one doth nourſh and cheriſh «t rather. * Toe man that warreth ERATION 
entanoleth hunſe!if wth the off arers of life, becauſe he would pleaſe him., 
that hath choſen hun. to be a Sou ldier. What ? 15 this talſe, becaule 
x the rich Craſs being choſen by the Romains to beetheir Ge- , ,, 
ncrall in Syria,did without all carc of plealing them, who choſe craſfus. 
him,plaic the marchant man and occupied himſelf in councels c | 
& money matters? Or becauſe a? band of (ampanian ſouldyers, Y.Poy>UBts 
who ſcrved the king of Sicilic gave themſelves to citizens trades 
and occupations, having by treachery ſeazed on eMefſana, Gil- 
poſſeſſed the towneſmen,devided thier wives, goods and lands 
among the, & a bad of Romans did the like in Rhegin, tothe 
diſ.otcntmer of ſuch as choſe rhe to be ſoldiers, No.tor the Apo 
Rle whoexhortedT mothyz to behave himſelf as a good &+ honest ſould 
yer of Chri##,was not to learn thar there are ſome vnhonelt ſould © 2.45 
yers & rctchleſſc of their duty. But his meaning was, that ſold- 
yers vſually do cmploy rheſclves on warrlike excrciſcs,not on ci 
vill affaycrs,or domelticall buſines,whe they are choſen once to 
ſerve,& in the ſame ſence did he likewiſe ſay,that 4 married won 
is bound by the law vnto ber hu{bad while he lrveth: becauſe the band 
of marriage 15not vſually and ordinarily looſed, but by death, 
though it may bee looſed,and is ſomeryrfies otherwiſe, on rare 
vnwonrtcd cauſes. Which is apparant to have bene his mean 
ning by that hee teacheth » that ifan wbeleeuimg man,Who hath a , ; ©, » 1c 
Chriſttan wife ,doe forſake her,then 5 ſhee is not m bondage. For if ſhe be 5 Lu dedeufo 
not in bondage ,ſhee is bſtee to marric : as the words of Scrip- 23 fewer 
ture 1wply by the contrary,and rhe 6 Pope declareth. If ſhee 5.recſ.39, 
bee tree to martie the band of the former niarriageislooſed,els 7 nooent. 
were ſhee bound andnot free. Wherctore ith the POPCS au- extra de di- 
thenti-allrecord doth prove out of $. Pawe,thata wite in ſome oY 
caſcis treeromarrie another whilz her haſbad liveth,thePapiſts 
mult acknowledgthat S. Pax! meant,the band is not comonl 
looſed bur by death, not that it isncyeratall looſed otherwiſe 
abſolutelyand ſimply . Bellamin to fruftrateand avoyde this 
an{were,fayththar it may bee proved by foure reaſons : which 
nee bringeth torth poore,vn»rmed, weake ones of his owne 
multcring, aud witaa ſtrong hand putreth them to flight : 
E 4 rhat 


c Birllow, 
| Motive. 31, 


d,Ezia 4,2. 


Par.32. Upon, a livwfull Divorce. 

that ſoe men imaginingtheſe are all that can be alleaged on our 
fide for the proote thereof, might thinke that our whole force 
15 quite diſcomfited and Bellarmm hath wone the feilde, 1] 
have heard ſay that there 1s cunning m daubins. Surely there is 
cunhing in this kinde of dealing. Neither 1s it tor nothing that 
c one Of their GloriousChampions doth vaunre that the comon 
forte of (arholiques are able toſay more for 1s, the wee car for our (el - 


" ves. In deedethey would bearc the como forte in hand,that thcir 


learned men in handling of queſtions and controvcriies ct re!i- 
gion doe fer downe all obic&tos that can be made of our parte. 
And I graunt,they ſet downe more then ofte rymes themſelves 
canſoundly anſwere. Yet they vſe diſcretion therein by th.ir 
leave : and many a ſtrong fy which would trouble them 
towly if it came in place, they are content to-winck at and ſay 
nothirg of it, whereto they zoyne this policy now and the alſo, 
that they take ypon themto bee as it were our proctours and at 
turneys, in ſhewing what may bee ſayd for vs. Vnder which 
pretence they bring in ſuch things as having a ready ſolution 
with the obic&ion, and proving vnſound, may turne to our 
cauſes diſcreditand toours. Sothe Ieſuir here his argument 
bing grounded yppon two places,the one to the Romans,rhe 
ns,wee countermyning the whole with 


other to the Corint "a 
yth that our anſwere may bee proved by 


one anſwere : hee fa | 
foure reaſons, which hee gathereth our of circumſtances of the 


former place, all ſuch as the later hath neither any kinred with, 
and diſcoverceth them to be of no valew. Burt of thereaſons, 
which I have brought to prove our anſwere fitting both the 
places, and partly confirming that $. *Paule might well meanc 
the ſame in theſe, whichin the like hee meant; partly demonſtra 


ting that certaynly hee did ſoc, becaul> it werenortrue els that | 


hee teacheth ofthe libertic of Chni#tians forſaken by the ynbe- 
leevcrs : theſe reaſons Bellarmin_dorh,not touch. No marveil: 
for they are too hot. Andiris likely thathe ſtudied not what 
might b: moſt ſtrongli- ſaid in our defence, but rather what 
molt weakely:that ſo he might ſecm2 to 1oyne battaile with vs, 
and yet might bee ſur: to doe himſel*no harme, Letting paſſe 
therefore the help which he offr=th in like ſorte tovsas the a Sa 


waxritancs did vnto the Iwes:T come vnrto the vniuſt and falſe 4C- 
cuſation, 


of the lawfulnes of eMmriage Pag. 34+ 
cufation,wherewithe they ſought to hinder the brylding of the eF2re,+.9, 


Temple, I meane to the reaſons which hee vatrucly ſayth, doe 


witneſſe-our anſwer and expoſition to bee faulſe. Thoſe hee 

drawcrth to three heads, whereof the firit hath rwo braunches : 

one that. Pauls words are playne ; the other thar they are oft 

repeated. Far What 25 more playne (layth hee) then, that f if while ,,x op 4 4 
the mar. leveth, the Woman. take another man_,ſhee ſhall be called 22. ID 
adultereſſe ? and that 8 the womazt. is bound by the lavpe as longe as her g.1.cor.7.39, 
huſoandrveth ? Playne T denic nor. Bur this proofe how pithy ;' pptel' 3s ” 
& ſtrong ſoever hee thought itto ſet it his foxe-tront, is already *.2-Tim.2.4. 


thewed to bee no proote at all : (ith there are as playne words ver ne ps 


4n like {cntences, which. neverthelcfſe muſt bee expounded, as !ohn.a.to, 


theſe are by vs. Forwhat moreplayne then: that * Who go- —_ 
eth a Warrefare aiy tyme at hw dWvne C. of ? and that, Whe planter 4 n.cap verums 
Vmeyard, and cateth9 net of the ſrmite thereof ? and thar Why feaderh a HY 


flocks anal cateth not of the mulke of the flocke ? and that, io man_e- commit 


um 
ver hated has owne fleſh, but nouriſheth and cheriſheth nu? & that k No gone ag 
Wrre-farmo may. entangleth hmnſelfe with the affayres of ſe? & ma- Set.24 can,s, 
ny other ſuch, that mighr bee alcaged, it in a thing ſo clearc it —_— 
were notſuperfluous ? Nay 1n theſe ſentecesthe words are more cap.3*. 
playne; then in thoſe wee ſpeake of becauſe thoſe have noe ſuch 9. ine.denee 
marte of generality expreſſed as theſe haye. Wherefore if ſoe tal.yar 2.cap. 


great playnneſſ: ot words {igned with g&erall tokes as it were 7 HIS; 


importing that they are true 11 all yet convinceth not that they mon quart, 


are mcart of 2ll withour any exception, fully and yniverſally : y3ime cop. 
how can a leſſer playnnefle wanting ſuch efficacie, convince the fit Sacrawen- 
ſame of thoſe in queſtion ? Oritit ſhouldel{where by reaſon of v7 5 == 
ſome d:Fcrence which might ſupplie, by other weight thar this po. 
wanteth : Yer here it cannot poſſibly, becauſe $.* Paule himſelf 2, Hofiers. 

as I have declared ſhewerth that in one caſe the ſayings could not «talij cansi@, 


ſo bee true Morcover then Papiſts hold thatifa married man {5 =PuMii- 


become a monke before he know his wife carnally,ſhee may law <conjugaroe, 
fully take another hufbad, while he liveth. Perhaps further,alſo ren 
char the Pope tor any very weighty cauſe, maye vponthe ſame marcim Mee, 


circumſtance diſpenſe, and looſe the band of Marriage. At leaſt Me4inm.ce 


< Sacror hom, 
o them-ſclves tell vs thar ſundry Popes havedone fo : and? their comin. lid.s, 


Ira Doors hould wce may. Yet is the woman his wife who Xi Nvar, 


nhilior 1; 


ch wedded her, orc{pouſked her onely, though ſhee hath not 3. de convert 
RY "bs. entreq "bd.cacr, 


il Pas.34- Upon a lawfull Droerce: 
$ 4 New 32, Enrred into his bed-chamber. For (hee thar is hetrothed, is 
z L.cuifueric accounted a wite by the law9 of God : and conſent, not carnal! 
— Die coodits- company maketh Marriage as the civill *Lawiers, Fathers, & * 
| L Nuptiarum Popes doc er. The Papiſts Jae” of nl qupon.+ vie en- 
\ Camps. 3 force the playneſle of $. Pauls words agaynlt our expoſition rhe 
E ſ.Ambroſin . ; 
fieucvirg cap {elyes condeſcending in caſes more then wee doc,that a Oren 
veer con- MAY takeanother man. while her haf band liveth,, and bee noe 
cup. lib.,cap, adultcreſſe. Whereby agayne appearcth how wiſely & diſcrect 
u1.Chefiols, 1; the Teſuit Triumpheth with.» S, Auſtins words,  T heſe words 
gor.c omnis, of the e Apoſtle 0 oftentymes repeated, [o oftentymes mculcated,are rue, 


| wa— p57 nab are quick,, are ſound, are playne.. T he woman. beginneth not to be the 


| tam 47.4.2 Wife later h wnleſſe ſhee have ceaſed to bee of the former, 
HH beater ” fie ll rob ylem of the oe if ber wy die, not ſhepig 
lib c ticet,c. the Whorengonger.  T he Wife then..1s lawfully putt away for Whordom.P, 
priya bit the band of the former laſteth ; in. ſomuch that hee becometh guilty 
orum, of adulterie , Who marrieth her that 15 pit away even... for Whoredom.. 
benny - For if theſe words of «Auſtin, bee quick and ſound againſt 

| ap,4q." - "vs; thentonch they Poperie at the quick : ſith ir may beſayd By 
ch: ſame rcaſon:T he womar.. begineth not to bee the Wife of any la- 

ter huſband,” wnleſſe ſhee have ceaſed to bee of the former: and ſhee (hall 


ceaſe to bee of the former if her huſvand die, not if bee Waxea eMonke. 


eAdmutthen_ that the wife bee put avyay for munkery. Je the band 
of t be former laſteth : inggſomuch that hee becometh gulty of adulterie, 
Who marritth her that ts put away even_for monkery.. And likewiſe 
« Martimtbe- 1} 1rfoever thoſe uh cauſes were, for which ſo* many Po- 


the -Alexan- P2s have looſed the bande of Marriage, they are all controlled 


—_—— | y the ſame cenſure T be Woman, bromneth not to be bee the Wife of 


Paul the 4. & any later huſband* vnleſſe ſhee have cealed to bee of the former ; and ſhee 


ID. Daleeaſe to bee of the former if her d die,not if a better match be 
Gatharin. offered, or ſome muſlyke bee concerved, or the Pope diſpenſe and bee 
Cajeran, and 11 freed fromit. NayS:Pauthimſ{clf mult fall within the.c6- 
::&.h:, paſt of eAufims reprofe, by conſtruing his words ſo.withour 
exccption, becauſe che are true ; andquick, and ſound; and 
playne.. Foragainſt his dofrine towching 4 Suſters. liberty ro 


beommeth notro bee the Wife of any later huſpand, wnleſſe ſhee have cea- 


ſeelto be of the for mer ; and fhee Þoall ceafeto bee of the former if her to 


marry, if ſhee be forſaken. of her unheleeving byſband, the farce of S. 
oor conſequence would iinfcrre inlike forte :.T be woman. 


Of th elawfulh1tt of « Marriage, Pas 3s. 
/band die, not if bee forſake her.The Icſuit, who vſcth ſo often to re- 
peat,{o often to inculcate the teſtimonies of theFathers,ſhould 
deale peradventure more couliderately, more charitably our of 
doubt, if, before hee cre them , hee weighed their words bet- 
ter, wherher they may ſtand with the truth of Scripture,& with 
, his owne doctrine. For els asy Cham diſcovered the nakednes | 
of Noah,ſo doth hee their blemiſhes-: hee, who alcageth them; 0292 
not wee, whom hee entorceth to thewe why wee ditlent from 
them :; eaſt our Saviours ſentence bee pronounced agaynitvs* , uwh.re.z 
Hee that loxeth Father or « Mother more then. mute 45 not worthy of 
mee , Butthe Jeſuites meaning (you wil ſay ) wasnot ro dil- 
credit them by laying a neceſſitze ou vs to retute them , what ? 
was his meaning then by their credir todiſcredittheScripturs, 
* with cherruthwhereoftheir ſayings -doe.not ſtand ? For( Tt 
 rruſthhce meantnat tooyerthrowethe poyntsoft hisownedoc 
' rrine,which thcir ſayings crofle, vnlefſe hee bee of thar:mynde + +» - +» 
| which , T «be condemucth as barbarousand ſavage exprailed #:t10.Dejoi 
| 1nan hccrhniſh verſe LET OUR FRIENDS F ALL, SOE * 
* THAT. OUR, FOES DIE WIT HALL, Howſdeyer it be, 
| its plain that theplaines of $, Paws words neither doth prove 
| we thercot to be ſimply & abſolutcly: general, the 'Scrip- 
* rurenotinganexception, neither cann bee fpdeby Papiſts to 
; Prove itw oſe doctrine both alloweth 'thart excepniou of $crip 
ture. & addeth more thereto ,Thus one braunch of PBellarmms 
. firſt and principall reaſon being cutr of : the other, and the reſt 
of his rcafons allo are curt of with theſame labour and iuſtru- 
ment. For whereas hee ſayth {ertes i were marvell that the « Apoſ 
tle ſhould never ad the exception of Whoredor, if t Were to be added, ſe- 
mg hee repeated and mculcated theſe _ © often... Certes wee may 
ſay as well of thoſeexceprions whi.h himſclf approveth thar ir 
Were marvell the «Apoitle ſhould never add them, if they \were to bee 
added. Though whatmarrellis it,ifS. Pax/ omitted the excep 
tion of whoredomin all thoſe two places, which hee Harh repea 
ted and mculcated theſe thmosſo often, as Bellarmsr., {o often tel- oa > 2k 
> Jlethvs:whenthethingis mentioned in th-'> former of them by - Brvoe 
' way Of a < ſimilytude,whercin it had bene fond and beſide the a ry 
urpoſe ro ſpeake ofany exception : and,for the'® later'S, Pay e,verito 
*. _nden- cheſame exceprion* twile, where thefScripture {'9's, th 
F 2 ſhewcrh 
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| OMA 
Sie loeam 7 beophylact , T heodoret , Orcumenius, Primaſins, « Anſclmus and 


Pag.z6. © Oporydlavfull Divoree.. , 

vr pre tri Sw conf<ſſeth, it thould bond bene added» 
Or. & tO tpeake more properly) where alrhough it need-<d not to 
bce addcd, yer muſt n.eds of yndcritoods. Now to thar 
Bellarmun,, doth next alledg the Fathers 8 «Ambroſe, (hryſoitome, 


vaptt cites OUTS OvEr and beſides b e Auſtin, i Origen, and * Peron, all as 
ko mach 19. bearing witneſ[e that —— the places falfly : I couldre- 
emma ply that ſome of theſe w they witneſle, have {mall cre- 
dit with Bellarmin,as Ambroſe ſpecially: ſore, namely Chryſo#ts, 

T heophylatt, T heodoret, Oecumenias, and Primaſins doe not wit- 

nelle that no more then Pau himſelf doth: Nay they all ſave ons 

1.intberbizd Arc COntrary minded rather, as ſhall appeare in! due place : But 
Ghaptee,  thatwhich Thaye ſaydealready rouching eAa#m. , may ſerve 
for anſwer to-rhe reſl:chicfly ſth thePapitts in whoſe behalf they 

are al -will ratlterycald that all the Fathers might erre, the 

a, Alexandee Any Of their Popes, m who yet muſt havecrredin more, the one 


; 
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| x OE that no man. did ever hurt hiz owne body , becau 


' 1a. Tim.2.3, 


ta-<hir4 Pius Canon, if this were. true which Bellermur farhcrerh on the Fa- 


abovecied Pay; (imil as if the = drift of it did abſolutely require that 
m7 ering the man: Ds carrnot bee made free uagentr band of «Mia 
councell of yiage by any ſeperatio _ dearh onely,becauſe while the law 


— » pa hadiite as 1t were and ſtoode in force till Chit the Jewes conld ne 


wer ſhake off the Toke thereof from. them, although they endevored to 
Pay ule from. it by commuting WhoredonL, With ſumdry 
Laves of falfe Gods : the relt of $. Pauls frmulytades which I men- 
cioned,doe bewray the lameneſſeand halting of this 1nference: 
ſing that rhe dritr of the requireth abſolurely by the iame rea- 


fon that noe man went to warfare at his owne coſt, or planted” 
| 6.1Cerg, Vynes, or fedd ſheepe, withour relief there hecauſc o all any 


varſ s, ho rreach the Goſpel are allowed to live of the Goſpel. And likewiſe 
, ehagcd png". ;: Every huſband 


ht ro love his-ovpne Wife t as Chrift loved the Church : and likewiſe 


|| 2.Bpket 3.35. tHat 740 ſouldier hath ever entangled him-ſelf with the aff ayres of life ve 


cauſe T'ymothee (ould bee ſ{till about thoſe actions, whereto- 
Tin {> theLord: who chooſe bin... to hte @ ſouldiey, did call hum. Nay to 
goe nofarther then the drift it {elf of the ſtmilyrude, which Pet 
[ami doth vree, ifitrequier abſotutely that the bang of Mar 


riave may bee.no way looted butoncly by the huſbands _ 
by : | | 


Cer os thers, gny, concerning that for_the vpthoote hee vrgeth 


game ad. 2 
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Of the leveſulner of M mriage. Pag-39, 
wivcs dearh : then neither is it looſed, if the vnbeleever doe for 
ſake theChriſtian:neither if the huſ[bad become a Monke or the , 
wife a Nunne; nenther if the Pope (ce cauſe to diſpence with e1- 
ther of them. And will not this tanſie of his about that drifr 
drive him into greater inconvenience yert:to weet, thatevery 
woman, whoſe huſband is dead, ought to marry.another, be- 
cauſe the Iew-s were bound to become Chrittias after thedearh 
of the Lawe ? or of the other ſide,that the Iewes are not bound . 
vynder payne of damnation to become Chriſtians , becauſe no 
widowe 15 bound ynder payne of death to take another huf- 
band ? or ( if theſe abſurdities bee not great enough)thatdecad | 
ran oughtro marry, becauſe y T he lewes by dury ſhould bee aunts. "912 7.49 
Chriſt, when.. they were drad to the Lawe ? or thatthemen of Ro- 
me to whom S. Pal wrote, ſhould rather not beleeve in Chriſt, . 
becauſe* he withedwidowes rather notto marry?Of the which , , —.. , + 
conſequences it ſome beecſtecmed a gr dos Papiſts* ſore 
not eltcemed onely, but arefo in deede, the haveimpious 
folly ioyned with yntruth : Ler Bellow acknowledg that ſimi 
lirudes muſt nor bee {ett vpon the racke, nor thedritt thereof 
beeſtretched and preſled in ſuch forte, as ifthey oughriuſtin 
length bredrh and depth ro match.and fitt-rhat. whercto thap 
arcreſembled. Ir ſufficeth if in a generall analogy and propor- 
tion ot the principallpoynt wherein things are matched, and 
compared rogcther, they bee cche like to other,and both agree 
in onequalitie. Which here is. oblervedin$.Panlscomparile 
of the {tare of Marriage, with the ſtate of man before and after 
regeneration : becauigI as awite her huſband being dead doth.y Kow.7, 
lawtully take another, and is not an adulterefſe in having his —_— 
company to bring forth trwte of her body;to him: ſoc * rege , pea 24, 
ncrate perſons, their naturall corruption ( provoked by rhe. 
Jaw ro {1nne ) and fleſh bewg merrified, are ioyned to-the Spirit 
( the force of (bt working in them) as it were ro aſecond huf 
band, that they ſhould bring forthfrwre ( the fruates of the Spirit ) 
vnzo God. . And thus ſeing neitherthe drift of the fimilyrude,,. 
nor the 1udgment of the Fathers, nor the playnnzſe of the wor 
des1o oftentymes repeat:d, doe diſprove our anſwer ang expo 
{ron of the place : eur anſwer proved by Scripture ſtanderh 
frmcand luc,andtherefore the third placevrged by our adver 
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ſarics, is ſutable to the former. 
SO is the fourth & laſt; taken out ofthe firſt tothe Corithians 
the ſcaventh Chapter, To them who are Married, it ts not } that 
ve commandement, but the Lord : Let not the wife depart from. her 
d : bu if ſhee depart too, let her ue Unmarried. or bee recon 
culed unto her huſband. Wherem., (as B:Ularmin reaſoneth ) te | 
wordrof S. Paul, ?fſhee depart, andſo forth ave meant of a woman, | 
Which parteth from. her huſband a cauſe of mſt drvocement, © 
as namely for whordom, hereſie, and the reſt w er they be, &- not © © 
| of her Whech parteth without any ſuch cauſe. But concerning her of | 
whon., the words are meant,'S. Paul ſayth mo#t playnely ſhee may not 
marrie another. Therefore even. a cauſe of mit dyvorcement looſeth 
20t the band of e Al arriage neither is ut lawfullfor married folckes to mar 
ry others, alrhough they bee ſevered and put aſunder by mt drvorcemer. 
And of this argument Bellaym doth lay thar iris atrogerh-r 
inſoluble. In ſaymgwhereof hee ſeemerh to confefſe that none 
of the former arguments were ſo, but might bee anſwered and 
confured. His confeſfion touching them harh reafor- with it: 
xing.2o, I muſt needs approveir.Bur his vaunt of this is ike that'ofb Bex 
' * hatlads thatthe:duFt of Samaria Would rot bee —_ to all the people 
that followed bum. for every 'man. an handfull. T o Whom. the Kmo 
of 7ſracl ſayde, Let not hun that girdeth has harmes, boaſt him... 
ſelf as hee that putteth it off. Bellarmmr hath (karcly girt his harneis 
yer, &.that which hee hath girr,is vnſerviſable bad harneistoo. 
Forthe formoſt parre-rhereof, his propoſition avouchin 
that the words ?f ſhee depart ,and jo forth are meant of her onely which 
parteth from. her huſband vpon a w/t cauſe of drvocement, as namely 
for Whordom; bereſie, and ſuch like, is _ ſundry wayes : ſcing 
rhey are neither meant of her -onely which p fora tt 
cauſe; and thongh:they bee alſo meant of her which partcth 
for any-other jult cauſe, yet not of her which for whoredom. 
Morcoverthe -concluſfion knirting vpp his -argument with 
T hereſore even 4 tuſt cauſe of drvorcement looſeth not the'band of Mar 
riape,is guilfully ſert downe: being vrrered in the forme of a par 
ticular, and rrue ſo,taking divorcement ashee doth; bur inten- 
ded to carry the force of a general, ſo by fraude and fanlſhood 
to beare away the poynr in queſtio. Of both the which to trear 
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eauſc in ( his tudgment ) Paule world not ha ve ſayde of her who de- 
parted wuthout ſome ſuch cauſe, Let her remayne vrmarned, or bee re- 
concaled nto her huſhand ; but h ee Would have ſayde, Let ber remayne 
unmarried ill ſhee bee reconciled onto her huſband, 5 let her come 4- 
ayne onto. her huſband m any caſe. And why doth" Bellarman 
thynke ſo? His reaſons follow. For Pal could not permitt. az: 
wnuſt drvorcemnt avayn#t the expreſſe commandement of the Lord. 
* And, if «1 the ſame (hapter Paul permuteth not the man and wife to 
' refraynefrom-carnall company for prayers fake, andfor a ryme, except 
ut bee With conſent : Hows ſhould hee permut the wife to remayne ſepera- 
trd from her huſband agaynſt- his will; out hout any cauſe of wſt druorce 
ment,. Tn decde it it had lyenin S. Pauls power roftay & retraine 
the wife from remayning ſo: no doubr hee neither. would,nor 
m__ have permirted 1t.. which hunſelf ſufficiently ſhewed tn « c,r.Cory. 
forbidding her rodepartatall, much more'to-continue parted FLEE 16; 
from her huſband... Bur 4ifnotwithſtanding this charge and * | 
prohubition ſhe did leave her huſband vpon ſome lighter cauſe; 
' ar perhaps weightyer, though not weighty enough fora iuſt di 
'  worcement: then Paulinduty ought andmight ( T hope ) with 
reaſon requier and exhorte herto remayneynmarried; and not 
- toioyne herſelf in wedlocke with another, athing that< Gree--e Dicqor, 
: kesand'Romayns{(whoſeof-ſpring the g Corinthians were ) $21 lib. rt, 
vicd to doe.. as ( to-make it playner by the like examptes (S. $ayr «-Sic 
Paul neither might neither wonld have allowed a'manto bee fn Quin —_ 
raſhly angry. with his brorher.: for ,Chri#t forbiddeth 'it.. Burt. per mtu 
if one were ſuddenly ſurpriſcd withraſhe angerS$.. Paulwould 235 
adviſe him i or rater the [unne goe downe-wvpon his angry wrath... nei- graph bb.8, 
ther might hee thereypon bee iuſtly- charged wth» permitting 722m 


. IR | Corinth, + 
wrath yntill rhe funne:ſetr, agaynſt Chriſts com emenr.. bMith: 5.22. 


No more might hee with graunring liberry;totuſt, becauſe **2b-4,26- 
hc* willketh SE be Ls fibefiſh.whereaz:Cleif com k.Calat *.16 
| mandeth them nor.to-luſt at all... For$S.*Paul alloimcondem- 1 Math, 28 
* methallluſting ofthe fleſhas linne. we ys the fleſh T2007 _ 
* woll luſt agayuſtitbe Spit, as long as wee arein'this mortaliry:he-— 
furreth ypthe taythtull that they.® ler nor ſnme raigne m ther mor-- 0.Kom.6.13; 


= bodyes, nor doe fulfi the luſt of the fleſh. In the fame ſort there- - 

fore hee giveth chargewith Chriftrhar the wefe departe: nor} 

meeaſhad, Y CT confideremie ot hum aine infirmiry he heck | 
had 52 ang "Eg E 4+ Bus 
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But if fhee pond too, let her bee unmarried. And to meete with 2 
doubr which hereypon might riſe, ſith in the next words before 
bee had atfirmed thatthey who haue north gift of continence 
i fhould marry, and what if (hee have-it-nor ? hee adioyncrh far- 
p4,20t-1P hee; p Or ler her be reconciled onto her buſhand. So that although 
the words may ſceme to bee ytrered in theſ{ame orte, as if they 
did imply and import a permiſſion, yet are they nor permiſſive, 
bur imperative in truth, and an expreſle precept, that the wite 
: Meaeto having forſaken her huſband &therein done evill * forbeare ro 
2gaw0s, . marry another, for tharwerefarre worſe, yea thqugh ſhee can 
not containe: in reſpe& where of or of any thing els,it ſhee mi. 
like to live ynmarried, ſheemay-nor vie rhe liberrye that ſingle 
» Kanalle- tolke may, who rather ought to marrie rhen burae, bur ſhce » 
20, muft reconcile her ſelf ynto her huſband, whoſe witeſhee is by 
duty ſtill. And I may ſay likewiſe doubtles vnto Bellawnn that 
hee and his pamphlerrer ſhould not have mayntained thcir cr 
ror inwriting: but ſith they havedone it, let the wrtteno more 
indefence ot it,orlet them acknowledg thar in this poynt they 
q_WhichBel- were deceived. For whereas 1 they gather of the dihunRiy 


 lecmin doth 


not onelie in ticle Let her remayne uvumarried, or vee reconciled,that S. Paul hath 
etipquztion pur itin the womans choyle & left her at liberty, either ro live 
inthe next {eperatcd ſtill from her huſband,or to be reconciled vnto him: 
vefoze,cop.1+ .they might as well ground vypon Chriit; words to the angell of 
cRevel 3:25, Fe church of the Laoauceans * f wouldthou Were#t coldeor ; hot that 
Zeios, hee hathputit inourckoiſe and left vs at libertie either to bee 
coldein faith and love, as fleſhis, or to bee tervent in the ſpirit, 

| Yet Chrift had noſuch meaning. For he commaundcth vs to 
5.Zeont®. bee +ſervent andin that veric angell hee faith toeveric faith full 
5-Zcloſon, MAN 5 Be hot Jealous. But becauſe the partie was luke warme, 


Rev.319- awordling {who had receyyed the ſeede of the word bur bare 


{ Math-13.22, 


+ Luk, 12,47. NOt fruite, who* knew his mailters will, but did it not & there 


by ſinned moſt grievouſly:Chriſt wiſheththar he were colde and 
ſinned lefſe; firh hee did ſinne ;or thar” hee were hot and free 
trom both theſe faults, the later wiſhe made ſimply the former 
in compariſon. Afterthe which manner ſeing Paulmight well, 
& didby all likelyhood of circumſtaces of the text, withe fimpl 
and chiefly thar the wifeeftranged were reconciled to her hul- 
baud, next that ſhes continued rather partgd ingm him, then 
marred 
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married to another as a leſſe eyill in compariſon : the mitcring 
of his ſentece with a difjunRrive particle Let her rens2yne vamar 
reed, or bee reconciled, doth nor prove hee pur it in the womans 
choyſe and lctr herar liberty to doe whether thee lifted. And 
thus ix appeareth how certaine andyndonbred that principle _ 
15,wnh! -h 6 vpon this proof: © BellarmiL avoucheth to moſt thee 
certaine & yndoubred : that $. Pls words touching the wife dubis bc. 
FF ſhee depart, are ment of heronely which parteth from her huſ- 
band vpcr. 41th cauſe of drvorcement. Howbeit it they had bene 
racant of her onely :yct muit they havetouched ſuch wives as 
keave th-ir hv.bands tor any other juft cauſe,& nor for whore- 
dom, Another and greater overſight of Bellarmie that in ex- 
emplifng rhe cauſes of divorcement to which in his opinion 
the words ſhould bee reftrayned, heenamaeth whoredom farft, 
as prncipally comprited in S. Pauls precept ; whereas S. Paxte 
meant thatitand it alone, ſhould bce excluded and excepted. 

Forrthelc are his words. = T other. Who are married, ut 14 not I 
that peve commendemens but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from, * "+ T7410 
her huſband ; but if ſhee deparre too, let ber remame unmarried, or bee re 
conciled unto her buſvand ; and let not the huſband put away bis wife. 

Where in the laſt braunch 'Ler nor ' the buſpand = avvay bys 
wife, mult needes bee ynderitood except tt bee for whoredom. be- 
cauſe S. Pave {aurhit i the Lords commandgpent , and * the Lord , Mass.32.k 
gave it with that expreſſe exception. This Bellarmyr_ doth v9. 
graunt. Well. Then as the laſt brauncheſorhefirſt roo,L-t nor 
rhe wife depart from her hul band. For the analogie 1s all one: 
and yeche having interc{t inthe others bode, ſhee may as law- 
tully depart froman adulter.r,as hce from an adulrereſie. And 
this doth Bellarmn graunt alſo. Burt the middle braunche is ts 
be vnderſtood of the ſamedeparting, and likewiſe qualiticd as 
the firſt. Therefore. /fſhee depart too,rs meant, except ut be for whore 
dome. Nay, nor ſo, quoth Pellaywm: forthe ſame depariingis 
not meant m both but a farre different ,m the firft an uniuſt departing, 
an the next ajuſt;and this muſt be the ſenſe of the Apoſtl's wordes. Not 
T,but the Lord geve commandement , let not the wife depart from hey 
buſb.id, toWweet without a jusſt cauſe :but if (h:e goe avvay,to weet having 
& juſt cauſe,lct her remaine unmrned,& (0 forth. Intherefutation 
et which wrong & yiolnce done yato the ſacred text, whar 

G ſhould 


y I.COL7 44 


| 


—— ww 


» AugvA i! 
de ault con 
Jug C2p,1,2,3 
et 4. 

s Augu't epi, 
4 ad Hecion 
b Dict. ; C. 
Eg ii ls, 
<.:.ryzi-ftom 
E& mbrule ii- 
m:.11us I hcv. 


4d ct 1h 0. 


Py io and 
Occumcuius 
Z Kana de tal 


4 ,Cor7 ver. 


9 $5..d 3s ct 


3) 
85 Namely, 
Kal. 


2.Ean fo kai, 


| 3,Bidc, 


 4,Eande, 


T1142. Upor. a Laxfull Divorce. 

ſhould I ſtand?whe the onely reaſon, wher. by out of ſcripture 
hee aſſayerh to proveir, 15 the difiunctive particle, which as I 
have ſhewed alreadie, hath no 1oynt or fincw of preofe to that 
eft-A. And= the onely fath-r,whot. wltimony, hee citeth, for 
it, doth ground it 011 = diliunGve particle of Scripture: $a 
that his reaſon being overthrow. n, his .reditt and authoritic, 
by a his owne dapproved rule may bezre ro ſway. And onthe 
contrarte parte, © many other fathcrs dee expeund theſecond 
brauncheas having retcrece totheſame departing that is for- 
bidden 1n the firſt, And (whi-h is the chic point) the naturall 
dritt and meaning of $. Paules words doth cniorce theſame, 
For the tearmes; » But,if, too, importec thar doing alſo of thar 
which1n the {cntcnce betore he had attirmed ought not to be 
done : As5 the like examples iu the ſame diſcourſe (to go no 
farder)ihewe;yea ſome having ones paruclelcfle then this hath 
to pref]. 1t therevnto. 7r z5 900d for the unmarried and widowes, if 


they abide even as f doe: 9 But if they doe not conteme,lei them marry, 


T he Woman which hath an unbelecuurg huſband, nd ee cor ſonteth is 
dwell Wh her, let her not put him avvay: 1 but if the unbilecumg de- 
part let hnw depart. Art theu loeſed from a Wife? ſeeks not awife: 2 'But 
then marrie alſo,thouſineſt not,T his I peake for your profit, th4t you 
may doe that which 1s comely? But if anue man thmke it oncomely for 
bis uirgn if = paſſe the time of Marriage, let him doe What he Wdll. 
T he wife 1s bound by the law as long as ber huſband lroeth: 4 but if hey 
buſbnd be dead,ſhets at lbertie and (© forth. In all the which ſen- 
rences (ith the clauſes brought in with thoſe coniunRtibs have 
manifeſt relation rethe things ſpoken ot before,and tou h the 
in thc ſame{.nfc,the Comuatid thatisinqueſtis havinglike de- 
pendance, mult in all reaſon be conſerved of the ſame depar- 
ting that the former. Thus it being proved that S. Paul rom- 
manding the wife toremanievnmarricdit thee d-parted trom 
her huſbad,did meanc. Except it werefor Whoredew:it followeth 
that Bellzrmms propoſition is faultic even inthis alſo that he 
nameth KP 6 among the iuſt cauſcs of the wives depar- 
ting h-re meantbyS."Pau/. Now in his con:lufon inferring 
herevpon thateyen aiuſt cauſc of divorcement loo{eth not the 
band of marriage, hee is as deceirfull,as he was falle in his pro- 
politiou.For the word Dwvorcemmighcing vuderiivodc,as kN 
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by him, for anic ſ:perarion and parting of the man and wite, 
though irom bedd onely,& tor a cerraine time: There may be 
ſundry cauſes why,ſuch aſeperation ſhould beallowed or tol- 
traced, wheas the band of marriage ſhall neverthelefleendure 
ſtill. And fo theſimple reader were likely to 1magine that Bel- 
lirmm had cocluded atrurh & ro purpoie. But the point where 
{>a and whi.h he would 

have men conceyve & bear-away as it theſe words implyed it, 
is that ns wiſt cauſe at all of avry drvorcement doth looſe the band of mar- 
r:49e,and therefore neither Whored5.The falfchood whereof would 
have bene as cleare as the ſunne ſhineat nooneday,the propoſi 
tion bing ſo cvidenrlyFfalſe whereon it 15 inferred. And this 1s 
the argaunent that Be/lamun, (et his reſt on 5 the inſoluble ar- 
enmeor,cvc altogether infoluble, the ground whereof hee tear- 
meth 2d:mon{trati6 2 moſt invincible demonſtratio:againft 
the which *nothing(he ſaith)can be obie&ed, but an inſutficier 
reply,made by,Er-ſmus,to weet,that Paul fpeaketh of 2 adulterous 
wife, who therefo: e 94419 caſt out by her huſband is charged to ſtay vn- 
marred, the unmet partie not ſocharged. VWhich ſpeeches of the 
Icſuire come frothelike vein2of a vaunting ſpirit as thoſe did 
of his complices, who boaltcd thats the Spanyards Armadoes & 
navy ſhould inde but weake & ſeely reſiſtancein England; and 
called their army ſent to conquere vs, an invinciblearmy.For 
as they d1miniſhed by vntrue reporrtes the forces prepared: To 
mere & enconter with the Spaniſh power: ſoBellarme: by ſaying 
that nought can be obiected beſide that hee ſpeciticth; yea far- 
der by belying and talſifyving of Eraſmrs,*who contrariwiſe re- 
lizth that Paw doth ſceme to ſpeake » of lighter diſpleaſures 
Þr which divorcements then were vſuall,not of ſuchcrimes as 
adulterie, Moreover by the ſubſtance & weight of my replie ro 
his inſolubl- argument, the godly wiſ-indiftcrent eye will ſce(I 
truſt) that th2 knots & ſtrings rhercot arclooſed and broken: 
even as the invinciblz armie of the Sparyards was byGods pro- 
vidence ſhewed tob? vinctble withour great encountring; the 
carkeilcs & ſpoiles oftheir ſhipps & me vp othe Enebſh,Scortiſh, 
& Ir:h coaſts did witneflc it,f So let all thme enemies periſh,O Lord, 
#nd let them, wha love buns be as the ſmame when he goethfortb i his 
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THE THIRD CHAPTER, 


T he conſent of Fathers, the ſeconde pretended proofe for the Papifts 
dottrine &n this pomt ts pretended falſly:and if all be warked mn an e- 
wen ballance,the Fathers check_u rather. 


>< Ftecr the forcſaid teſtimonies of ſcripture 


<> & vrged by our adverſarics in the firſt place 
IF; ſor the commending of their errour: Se- 
| 7 ay be proved by tradition. By which 

RL vauntage of it, he graunteth all that 1 


5>5 &3 have ſaid agaynit his arguments drawen 
ce, and ſofarre torth agreerh with vs. For 


be proved (as Bellarm, aftirmeth it may) by tradition: We 
might conclude it isnot written in the ſcriptures, by his owne 
verdict, and thercfore all the (criptures. alleaged by him for it 
arc alleaged falſly. But hee ſecmeth to vic the name of rraditis 
in like ſort as v/mcentnes Lirmenſis doth,calling the doctrine d- 
livered by the church the Churches tradition. This to bt his 
meaning I gather by thereaſon that hee addeth ſayiug forrhere 
are extant the teſtimonies of thefathers in all ages for u The Paphler- 
ter inother words, but more pereprorily ro avouch the proofe 
thereof by rhe opinion and cenſure of all ages,athrmeth,herw# 
ſhewe that «t was never thought lawfull ſuce { briſt, for Chriſtians di- 
worced for fornication to marry ani other While both man aud \ife t- 
ved. That it was never thought lawfull fince Chryt,1s a boulder 
ſpeeche them Beilzmny doth vic: though ro hitt the marke as 
tc with his ſhaft, hee muſtang doth unply as muchin thar 
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hee ſaith it may be proved by tradition. For traditt6 hath no£ 
force cnoughto prove a thing to be true, not in the Papitts 
ownetudgment,vnles it have Lane alwaics approved & agreed 
on by the generall conſent of Fathers,(as we tearme them )Pal- 
tors and Dodttors of the Church. Which I attirme not ypen 
the generall rule of © Vircentins onelicſo greatly, and {o ottm 
praited by them as golden : But vpon the C07 of the T ren 
councell and pillars of the Popiſh churche ſubſcribing to ir. 
For the d councell of T 7enut commanding thatno man ſhall ex- q 5cg;on + 
pound the ſcripture againſt the ſenſe that theChurche holdeth 
or againt the Fathers coſenting all in one,doth covertly graut, 
thatit the Fathers conſent nor all in one, their opinion may be 
talſe,and : onſequently, noſure proofe of a point in-queſtion. 
*>Andradus dothopen and avouche the ſame in his defenſe of ePefer Fiee 
the Councell:aworke veric highly commeded by f Oferms. And | bi iS od en 
g Cx: {ettcth it downe for a concluſion, that many of them _—_— CE 
conſenting in one can yeild no firme proofe, if the reſt though ap wy en, 0 
fewer in number do difſent. Yea b Beliarmry, himfelt faith that gLoc2c-The- 
there can no certaintie be gathered out of theirſayings, when 1, 0p 
they agree notamongrhemlelyes. It isathing graunted the by b Tow.*.con 
our adverſaries that the Fathers have not ſtrength enough to - 3:95 
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prove ought vnleſle they all conſent in one. But thetathers do / 


notall conſent in oneabout the point wee treat of, as it ſhalbe 
ſhewed, Our adverſaries therefore muſt graunt that the opinio 
which they holde 1n this poinr, phoeantt proved by Fathers, i Sepiimi de- 
Nay they arcin danger of being enforced to graunta farther *<2umis 


. $_ tit 5, cap,2, 
matter, and morezmporting them. by the coniequent hereof. 1. Nile juxts- 


, * Ya mMLmcoa 
For through a decree of PopePus the tourth, the profeſſors of 7 mnt 


1 faculties, & all thar rake degrees in.any poopiſh ſchoole are parum,  - 
bound by ſolemne oth rhatthey ſhall never expound and rake = Sa 
the (criprure - but according to the Fathers coſcting all in one. tom con.pace 


Wherefore how will Bell»»wm, perhaps thePamphletter alſo if 3<ga.auet 
he have bene amongft them and takenany d:gree, but what caterbiſm. de 
ſhitt will Belo, and his? puctelowes find? ro fave them- feuauch. 
ſelves from periurie, when it ſhalbe1hewed that many of the x & Navarruz 
Father; gainefay that opinion, which him-{elf and his expound {po ih” 
the (cripture for? And what if itappeare;thar the grearer num- 1 &6eurte- | 


ber of Fether;doeſo? northe greater onely, but the better alz {pnoickedt- 
G. 2 lo,and 
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{o,and thoſe whoſe groundsare ſurcr? Thenall the probabili- 
which Fathers can yeild will turne againit the Papifts : and 
that which our adverſaries would prove by radio, and the 
conſent of all ages will rather be difroved thereby. But how- 
ſoever men be diyerſly,perſnaded touching th? number & qua 
lity of Fathersenclyning this or that way, by meancs of ſundric 
circumitaunces which may breed doubr borh particularly, of 
certaine, and of the whole ſumme in generall:the maine and 
prinipall point remayning to be ſhewed, namely thar the Fa- 
thers conſent not alli one for the Papiſts doftrme, is moſt cleare and 
evidentout of all controverſie. In ſo much that many even of 
them alſo whom Bellaxrmir. alleagerth, and the Pamphlerter af- 
ter him,as making forit, make in deed againitir: and thoſe of 
the chicteſt and tormoſtrankes ſperaally,inrhe firſt, the ſecond, 
the third, the fourth hundred yeares after Chrif#, All the which 
agree and teach with one conſent thar rhe man forſaking his 
wite for her adulterie,ts free to marrie agune: faveſuch of th:m 
onely,as in this very point of doctrine rouching, marriage are 
zainrced with, error by the tdgement and cenſure of Papilts 
themſclves.A token of the vancue and folly of our adverſaries 
Bellarmin, and the Pamphlctter: who by naming one atleal? 
ineyericage, would needes make a ſhewe of having the con- 
ſcent of all ages with them, whereas it wilbe ſcene hercby, that 
, . in manywehayethe moſtand beitand they,enher none ar all, 
' &Canon,z8, Or none ſound. Forin the fir{t hundred yeares a'rer Chriſt all 
; L.Tom,. L. that Bellarmin_ayth they have, isthe t:ftimony of Clemens in 
Toe, the Canos of the Apoſtles , where the ma 15 willed without a- 
vs (otherwiſe ny exception to be excommunicated, Who baving put alway his wife 
Shs ds doth marrie another, Now beſide that Clemens vpon whom BFel- 
6.9 er8.Sy- [2m fathereth, thoſe canons, 15mntured therein: As for rhe 
nod. Getz later parte of them! himſelf ſhewerh, ® his freind for thefor- 
fius the uſt, (er neither arc they of eApoſtohque antiquiric and authoriric 

with 70. by , G rs - 
Mops afſem- NOT withſtanding their title, as ®.many Fathers teſtifie, and Pa- 
bledinaces- piſts will acknowledg when t arerouched by them : The 
an dit, 5, author of the Canon had refpetttherein (by all probabilirie) 
» GefrBir® tothe A lique do&rinereceyved from Chriſt, & theretore 
X-cetom.t. though he made not an exprefle exceprio of divorce for whor- 


C01 9s, dom, mighr as well imply it, as Fhave d-claredthar "_-_ 1 
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Of the Lefulnes of NM arriaee. Yag 47, 
the Exanrclifts,and S. Paule did. Which the interpreters alſo E SOR 
oi thoſe, Canons Þ Jonaras and Balſamon., thought to be ſo tu apt 
likely and more then a coniecure, that they expound it ſo 
without any {cruple. Zalſamor. in laying that he who putteth away 
lis Wife without cauſe may not marrie another; and Jonares that hee 
who marrieth a woman. put aVvay without cauſe by ber huſband doth 
cammitt adulterue, Orit theſe writers nuttooke the autbours 
m-aning,& in his opinion no ma, howſoever his wife were put 
away, without or with cauſe, might lawtully marrie another: 
th.n take this with all, that q hee fkarſe allowed any lecond , a,on ng 
marriage, but controulcd the third as a figne of intemperance, lb.3 cay, 
& condemned flat] y the fourth as manifel whoredom. Which 
although*a Ic{uit goe abour to cover and ſalve with gentle _ 
gloles like f the talſe prophets. Who when one had bult up a mua- aero: res- 
een wall ara parged ut with wnſavorie plaiſter: yer ith that counter- conft Clemec 
fair Clements worke did Boweour of the tountaniesof the Gre- ©**513-19+ 
trans, as A*® great hiſtorian of Rome hath truclic noted, 2nd a- , p,-aius 
mog the Gret«@15 many held thar crrour,as it islikewile ſhewed Anval eccle, 
by a» great Sorbouiſt;the likelyhood of the matter, and fpring g@ chun» 
whence it procecdeth agreeing ſo fitly with the natural an ns m— 
propcr ſignification of thewords, will not permitt their black- 72 9.e.6 
nes totake any other hewe, nor ſuftcr that profane ſpeech of L 
know not what Clemet,to beclearcd from plaine contradifii- 
onto*the word ot God. Wherefore the onely witneſſe that | . _ 
Bullmin. producerh ovt of thefirſt hundred yeares,dothnot ©”? 
helpe him. Out of the ſecond hundred he produceth three; y,apotog. ad 
{ubtmus,eAthmagerasand Clemens eAlexandrinus, The firſt of *=i0 1wpera 


whom 7»/tinus praiſing rhe compendious bri-ſnes of Clriſter $ig.g 


ſpeeches rc hearſeth this amonglit them: Whoſo marrieth her that 7: Apolog 2d 


ati | | . ſcnath Rows 
z arvorced from hoy buſband doth toammut aculterie, Meaning not as role zomens 


Bellarmin but as Chriſt did: whoexcepting whoredome in the par Fuwin 

z former braunche of that (cntence, vnderſtoode ithikewiſe in CI loves 
ahis,as I have ſhewed. And how may wee know that Juſt:nms Ley 
mcantſo? By his owne wordes, inthar® hee commendcth 2 jepudijs, 
godly Chriſtian woman, who gave to her adulterons huf band +ode ne 
a bull of dirorcement dich as did looſe that bard of marri- F909 bi; 
mony,and ſaith concermng him h:r+ hee Was not her huſband hs tha 
after vera, The acxt< efthinageras, _ (I graunt) that f cha, © 
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Pa. 48. Upon a l1yfullDzvorce. 
any mn bemg parted from.his former wife doe marrie another he it an 
adilterer. But Bellarmmn, mult graunt with all that Arbenagoras 

_ afhirmeth it vnrruly : confidering that hee ſpeaketh of partin 

even by death too, as wellas by divorcement, & tex heth wit 
the d « Montaniits that whatſogyer ſecond marriage 1s vnlaw- 
| 9: full. Whereypon a famons Part Divine e Clarams Fſpenſcus 
Epipha here {aith o: this ſameſentence of his which Bellarmnay citcth, that 
p64 e- oy it jayourcth rather of a Philoſopher then a Chretrarw: and may 
eDe contines Well be thought to have bene inſcrecd into his worke by Ex- 
05.3 64p-17 crarites, Acenſure,forthe ground rhereok, very true, that the 
{aid opinton is a Philolophicall fanfic, yea an hereſte: Though 
£x6rca;, The wordes(ſeeme rather to be eAthenagoras his owne, as t ſun- 
part by Eſpen dric fathers {peake dangerouſly,that way,then thrutt in by Ex- 
ey Donne cratites,s who generally rcieced all marriage, nor (c. ond mar- 
gLpipha-here T1agc onelie . eAthenagoras therctore workerh (mall creditto 
fy 427;Au- the Ieluits cauſe. As muchdoth the lait of his wirneſſes t Cle- 
cip 26- , mens Alexandrinus, For both in this point about ſecond mar- 
prom | 2, Triage; hee marcheth e/Etbenagoras and otherwile his writings 
9.23 arc tainted with vnloundenes, and ſtained wirh ſpotrs of cr- 
Te Hiſt Eedle, rour. Whichaudgmet nor onely * Proteitants of Germame have 
Magdeburs tn. 0urremembrance lately, geven of him, though a! Ieſuirical 
1E£4m, Cam- {Pirit doc traduce the in{olcnrly,for it: But man auncient Pope 
plan rar <. Of Rome with ſeaverie DO. afſembled in a Councell aboye 
Romana dit 2 thowſand yeares ſince, and a Bythop of Spainz-a man of no 
V- :-@o Mallrepntation with Papiſts for (kill bothin divinitie and in 
lib,9cap,;z The Canon law® Didecus (ovarravias doth approve the ſame. 
Now in the third hundred yeares (to goe forward) T erinllany 
and Orwer arcbrought forth to averre Bellarmms opinion, of 
- whom one queſtionlefſe controlleth, perhaps both. For »T ex- 
o Adverſ Mar tw{lzan diſputing agiinſt rhe h-retique Marcion, who falſely o- 
- ae ,. bieRt:d that Chrii# is contraric to eAMoſes, becauſc e Moſes 
tique cauſa gran divorc-met,Chriſt forbiddeth it,anſwereth thaz Chriſt 
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mite ns 11 Jy, Whoſoever ſhall put avoay his Yife &: marrie another commiterls 
educatur anulterie, meaneth - wndoubredly of putting away for that cauſe, for 
3m " _ Winch i 15 not Jawfull for a man ts putt aWwey bis Wife that he may 


neteri matii- 98arrie another, And likewiſe ſor the wiſe that he 15 an adulterry,, Wie 
nes” prog marrieth ber being put away, © if ſhee be put away vnlenfully : conſide- 
pt.um ot, 7579 that the marrige, Which 15 108 rightly broken off , comtmucth; and 


Wh 


Of the lawfubres of Marriage Pag 49: 
while the marriave doth continue, « ts adulterie tomarrie, Which 
words of T ertulan manyteſtly declarirgg that a man divorced 
from his wife lawfully, for th? cauſe excepted/by Chrift, may 
marrie another, Bellarmin doth very cunningly & finely,cut of 
with an et ceteya,and ſaith that there he teach-rh thag Chriſt did 
not forbid drvorcement if there be a 1uFt cauſe,but ,aid forbid to marrie 
49.2 after d:vorcement .So direHly againlt the moſt evider light 
ot the word2s & tenour of th: whole diſcourſe: that learned 
ra=n of his owne fide, though houlding his opinion y-t could 
nor tor ſhme but graunt that T errulher maketh againſt them * IE 
init. Forp by{hop Covarruvzias mentioning the tathers who [ip fecrerar 
maintaine that men may lawfully marrie againe after divorce- part 2.6ap y- 
mct for adulterie,nameth Termlkbar(quoring this place)amog **: 
them. And q Sextzs Senenſis a man not inferiour in ears tO @ Bibleoth. 
Bellamn:,in ſincere dealing for this point ſuperiour, cofcſeth #<iz libs. 
on the ſame place, & on thoſe ſame words (but recited wholy, ****** 
nor clipped with an etcerera)tharT ertullzan maketh a certaine & 
vndoubred aſſertion thereof." Pamelixs in deede through 2 de- 2 Anne in 
fire of propping vp his churches do&trine withT erralbas credit, 1Þ ater 
Gith thar though heeſceme hereto allowe drvorcement for adulterie 1, « paradax 
m ſuch ſort as that the —_— may marrie another wife:yet hee openeth T<**u 30, 
hunſclf, & holderh it to be onlavofull m his booke * of ſmple marriage. Tm 
Wh rein he ſaith ſome what, bur litle to his advaunrage. For mia. CTY 


T ertul/.zn wrote this booke of ſmgle — whe hee was falle { Hicron in 


- ; ; catal 
away trom the Catholique faith vnto the hereſfie of Afontanus: ſcript. cecleL 


& ({o doth hold:therein agreably to thathereſie, that is vnlavy- Js Ko 
fullto marrie a ſecond wife howſoever a man be parted frons the former mcLergana... 


by drvorcement or by death.But in thathee wrote,while hee was a b OE 
Catholique,againſt the heretique Marcion,heeteacheth cotra- fir.cap 9. 
rywiſe the lame that wee do2, as Suxtus Senenſis and Covarruvias 
- truely graunt. Yea Pamelins himſelt-if hee looke better to his 
ownenotes,doth graunras much. For t he ſaith that T ertullan * Annowut in 
wſeth the worde drvarcemtnt m h1s proper ſienification, for ſuch a drvor- - pot _ 
cement by which one putteth _ hns Wwfe (> marrieth another. But 3+' 


T ertull:; (aith ? that Chriſt doth avouche the righteouſnes of drvorce- mid 


ment. Chrift therefore avoucheth that for adulterie a man may Lum aGereg. 

pur away his wife and marrie another byT errulkens judgment. *= juſtice 

Which alſo may be probably thought concerning Origen: Al- 
H though 


divortif, _ 


F:Þ 
| " 
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Mach cap,ig, fDough it be true * hee ſuth (a5 Bellarming citcth him) thet rev ane 
| ſhops did pernsitt a worgan to nearrie While her former huſoznd $101, 
| . C addeth they d:dit agaynſt the ſcriptere.For he ſe tO ſpeake 


| of 2 woman divorced from herhutband,not for adulterte, but 


tor ſome orher caule, ſuch as che Jewes vied ro put awzy their 
wives {or, bygiving rhe a bill of divorcemet. The marter that tie 


/ 


t! 
| handleth, and cauſe that he geverh thereof doc lead vs to this 
| meaning ; Approved by the opinion of ccrtaine learned mer. 
*Mz4 19.3. ro0, For after he had ſaid (according to *thewords of Chriſt 
| | which heexpoundeth)that Aoſes im permitt*ng a bull of droorcemet 
200 ad yeeid unta the weakenes of the to Whom. the Ei was geve; he (aith 
| that, the Chriſtien byſhops who permitted a Wom:2 to marrie While her 
Jorimer buſbad red, did ut perhaps for ſuch weaknes.Whcortore fith in 
faving thar,th:s whwch they did ghey did perhaps for ſuch Weakres he 
hath retatio ynto that of Aoſes, & Moſes (as he addeth) vid no 
graie the bill of dryorcemet for adutterie for that was pmiſhed by deaths 


[ 


it followerh that theByſhops who Orgen chargeth, with doing 

againſt the ſcriprure did p.rmitt the woma,to marrie ypon di- 

yorcemet for ſome other cauic,nort foradulterie & ſo his repro 

| *"RETOD ving of thEdoth not touche vs, who grait it for adulreric only. 

Cer --  * Thus dothy Eraſmwcthinke that Origen meant : concluding it 

1 0-ige trat. farther,as cleare, by the ſimilitud2 which*he had vſed before of 
'' 7.16 math, . . - 

Chriſt,who put away the Synagogue(his former wite as it were)be- 

| Expiicat vr- Cauſe of her adulterie,c married the cburche. Yea ,T apperlikewnle 2 


i -—2 "a: _ divinc of Lova,& of better credit withPapiſts thEEr-ſ»1us 


airh thar the diyorcemet permitted hy thoſe I j Ori- 
gen corrouleth was a Tewiſh drvorcemet.\Wherein though he aymed 
at another marke, to prove an vntruth; yer vnwares he þ1: a 
trurh moreth& hee thought of,& ſtrengthened that by _ 
which he thought to overthrowe. Howbeit it Bellarmms or Bel- 
lamins Interpreter ci pzrſuzde by other likelyhoods our of O- 
rigen(as he is mewhatdarke, & I know not whether 1rcolute 
in the poinr) that rhe thing reproved by him inthoſe Byſhops 
| was the primitting of one 10 marie agar af ior azrvorcenent for 
| 5-201 C8 terie:Qur canſe ſhaibe more 2dvitag:d byrhole ſundrieBythops 
| ftanin+p.col who ayproved it,the difadvirtged by one Orig? who reproved 
Jar. cap Ut, we 4 WILD 5 Crey Wc af | ai 
| Nizephor the forit.Chiafly ſeingO97 irapaired much hus credir both by 
hiv..7 ep '3. gther herefi+s in diverie roimnts of ich, tor wh haÞgenerall 
1111, £ Tam .* cor - i o EP A SLE oaks Yoo ala & h: 
| GUþ, 4,cap. 8 Councc.ll watly £ (ler; HI AUG VL COLL » #3444 2 GEue I2TC 
| * 
| tigue; 
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Of the Iavwfillnes of e arriare Pas.fr. 
6 que:& in this matter by ® excluding all ſuchasare rwiſe mar { Mom. 72. 
1:4 our of the Kingdo of heave, whi-he divines of Paris obſer- « Genebrad., 
ve & check him for. Whereas thoſ:Bythops of who he maketh *,ove mus 
wento,wecre neither ſtayned otherwile,tor ought that may be Eeacens de 
£:ncrcd, nor herein did they morethen theright believing & 0 —_— 
{.zholque Churche all thattime thonght lawtull to be done, ; 
appcarcth by T ertullia & 7uſtme cheMartyr.In the which re- 
{1>ett Peter Soro(a treir of great accountin the T rentCo _ f Trattat de 
1:517 fad that itis plineby many arguments that the Her pgbe” 
@ 1ch we treat of was doubttull in the aunciznt church al et- uimon.le@.) 
©*:11 this for proof thereot out of Origen that mary byſhops per- 
1141/1 noearied me tomarrie againe fuer drvercement. Thus it the 
iv 05.1thers who B:Yarmin ailcageth out of thethird hundred 
.zrs 25 making {or him,doe normake againſt kinyyhich per 
112ps they doe both: yet one of the doth not out of all contro- 
:r1ic,6 byſhops,r.orc in number, in credit greater thethe 0- 
thcr,oerce with him therein, Out of the fowrth hundred, the - 
| 0 whichBellamin malerh,is a great dealefayrer the out of 
$1 third; & 2 number of Fathers,the councell of Eliberss S.Ans 
e:r0,S.{15,aRomi Bythop,& S.Chryſo/teme are atfirmed theEce 
10 1601/11: themfelves with him.Bur _ arc affirmed in the ike 
1151cras the former were: {karſe on of the ayouching the fame 
chat hz doth,the ret iu part ſeeming to be of other opinion,in 
pct moſt clearcly ſhewing ic,& tuchas ſhewenot ſo much, yet 
(::wrng their owne weakenes, & rhat in this matter their opt- 
319 & indgmeris of finall value. For the formolt of them g the 8022959, 
(ounccl of Elberzr, ordained that a woma which forſooke her b»ſ- 
þ+ 1d 6:canſs of his adulterie + Would marrie another, ſhould be forbid- 
#110 marries if ſhee married, ſhee ſhowldnet receeve the comomunen 
t:(! lxce Were dead whb3 ſhee forſooke ,unleſſe neceſſitie of ſickynes coſtrayned 
to geve t her, \Wheteinit1s to b2nored, firſt that the Councell g 
{11th not. g /f amiemarLy,ſo to comprehend & rouche generallic v «b.mboc 
;1i both men & women: bur they {peake peculiarlic of the wo-  anfrey ar, 
man alone, & ſo doe not forbid the ma toleave his adulterous weC 
wife & marrie another.Se.ondly,that the woma 1s excommu=- 
ri-ated,if whcn ſhee is forbidden by the church to marriz,ſhee 
marie nzycrthekeſſe, not if before ſhee be forbidden : Asit 
were to puniſh h-r diſobedience rather then the faRitſclf, 
Thitdlic, that fl: is cor d. barred all her lie time fromthe 
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communion, but for a ſeaſon onely, andin time of neede, in | 

dgung:rous ſicknes doth receive ir:yea, even while the partie, 
who thee forſooke liveth. Of the which circumſtances the firlt 
I though it might argue the Councells overſight who made the 
| womans caſc herein worſe thenthe mans, both being tree alike 
| | by Gods lawe: yet tor the mir ſhewerh thar they allowed him 
to marrie againe afrer divorcement according to the doctrine 
o: Chriſt which wee maintraine. The next ycildeth likelichood 
that theCouncell did forbid the woman this not for that they 
\ con Roughtit vnlawfull, but ynſeemelie perhaps or ynexpedient, 
d.c Nono.. as ® anotherCouncell is read to-have torbidde the celebrating 

ct 3 lepru. & ſolemnizing of marriages at certainetimes.Burthe laſt put- 

*'Þ teth the matter out of doubt, that they were perſuaded of the » * 
woman gÞo marrying inſuch ſort,that her fa&t was warratable 
by the word ofGod. Forels hadthey,not tudged her marriage 

with this latter mi to be lawtull,they muſt needeshave judged 

her to live with him in adulreric. Which if they had 

i thought, it1s moſt improbable they would have admitred her 

to the communi6.n caſe of daungerous ſicknes: fecing at the 

| = 64. point of death i they denice it ro wome {o.conrinuing, yea y to 


| on odors men offending lefle heynouſly then ſo. Withſuch extremitieof | 


| rh ' rigour thercin that | Barone noteth their decrees as ſavouring 


| 


anna Eee! of the ovarian herelie: & "Bellarmin layeth it almoſt as de:pc- 


{ Ebniſt 7. ly torheircharge. Sofarre from all likelichood 151t that they 
Nate, 7.tlh,t, would adtnitther in neceſſitic of ficknes to the communis had 
| £4p.y. they bene perſuaded ſhee lived inadulteric ſtlt, Theretore ir 
z ' © was not without cauſe that Bellarmin did ſuppreſle this circt- 
{tance together with the former,in citing the decree of the El- 
berme Councell:leaſt his falſe illatio, to weere that they accounted 
ſuth marriage wnlavſulleven. ſor the nmocent parte, C m the cauſe of 

| adulterie ſhould be dif. overed'& controlled thereby. Next 1s 

8 9.Dimiis. e Loxbroſe brought in,who vpo the 16 chapter of Luke,writeth 
kun  Muchagainſt the tharputting away their wife doe marric ano- 
| £nmine  ther,& hecallerh that marriage adulteric in ſumdrie places: net 
| padre ther doth he ever except the.cauſe of whoredomin that whole 
i Romans diſ.ourſe as Bellaywmin faith But what if Bellarmrn, here be like 
ITT himf{clf ro0?-*Cerrainely S. Jmbrofe ſpeaketh * of ſuch wives as | 
(ubetn lived withoutcrime,&! whom their huſbands were(as __ 
—_ | <ul, s | 


: 


F 


Of the lavefulnes of EM arriage. Tae. 53, 
derh)forbidden by the lawe of God to put away. Sorhat hce 
rcproving men tor marrying others atrcr thcy had put away 
their chaſte wives,doth evidently ſhewe he meant not of marrt- 
age after divorcemet for whordo And if it be futficiet proofe 
thar hee ſuppoſed rthey,mighr not marrie againe after they had 
ut away a whoriſh wite becauſe hce never excepteth whoredo 
in that whol: diſcourſe of marrying againe: then by 2s ſuthicicr 
arcaſon hee ſuppoſed that hikes night not put away their 2. Noli crgo 


. vxorem dimi 
wives at all,no not for whordom, becauſe hee never excepteth (ere. Qui gi. 


itin that whole diſcourſe of putting away the wife. Butth& minitTxore 
tacncam wes 


Papilts will.graunt that a man may lawfully put away his wife, c::m, 
it thee commutt whordom. As Bellarmy then will conſtrue s, 
Ambroſe1n this braunch,ſo let him in the former. And it he ſay, 


that S. Ambroſe thinking vp6 Luke alone who hee expounded, 2-Math 5.32. 
or truſting his memoric forgot rhe exception added by Chrr#t pj corp r 


in Mathew, for ® putting away the wite : the ſame ſlipp of me- 9 Eeift g ad 
Salvinam.ct 


morie might loofe the {ame exception for omarrying another, , 9 ayeru. 
It he thinke that Ambroſe did not forget himſelf, but vnder- <3 c: adver. 


us Iovinian, 


ſtoode the exceprion in the former point, as the ? Apoſtle did, ; peceniner 


though neither menti6irexpreſlely:what reaſon why,it might Þb. 3.cap.10, 

notas well beynderſtoode in the latcr alſo? Asfor S. Jrromno feet lt 
marveil it hee wrote againſtſecond marriage after divorcemet marrlg,s Epi- 
for whordoma who-wrote againſt all ſecond marriages in ſuchgyugus as i; 


ſort,tharr Eſþiceus aſketh what could have bene ſaid more grei- ned cap. 38, 
voully againſt them by the mmpure-3 Cathars#ts, then isſard by civic ah lib, 


him? And* Vrves pronounceth, thar hee did not onely detc{t 26.cop 34, 
ſecond rin hos alſo had ſmall liking of the firſt, nor did--3\ =S-rigay 
much tayor matrimonie;” Beſide that himſelf too, as farre as in theued tis 
hee exceeded the boundes of Godly modeſtie & truth herein, les 57 ls 


evcn bythele mens judgments who Papiſts doe repure learned werp and Pa- 
& Catholique allayeth & core&2th in one of the places, which this omen, 
Zellwmm alleageth, his peremptorie cenſure geve in the other. our beyond 


For whereas hee ſairhin his Epiltle to eAmordur, that the wife 5 Firierier 


who divorced herſelf from her hutband becauſe of his adulterie purgatonus, 


8 ; C. + vInon yul 
& marn 'd another was an adultereſſe for ſo marrying,and 5 her J4,,.* _ 


newe huf band anadxlterer ; In his eptraph of Fabwls (anoble wt, 


godly g:intlewoman of Rome, who did the like & was parni--i > T 


tent {Or it after her ſecond hulbands'drarh) hee ſaith; that ſhee dutter.” 
Hu. lrmerted 


apc 0 ny 
a 


.% 
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THI! WLILLO 
PA-$4- To El mitted ac\ultere. By which 
lamented o ve%veyled i ſo,gs if ſhe bad comitica Shin nomntarts Neu 
kinde of ſpcech & others futable to it, 25 tet be tu: you = 
7 Vidneiacr {rao after divorcement troher firit kulband 'T; 2 whey 1 5 C ow 
Canmaforuice »loftigþ hbower of haum {148 Out one DE[046) I Wat 
161 potor:t, deth,that ſhes on ww | O be 0 vdergoe a CCT- 
» $19 3'orl2 17319 che ſecond;& faith, ſhee thought ir betrer © VI TE e - ws 
yo! mans Caine ſhadow of pirifull wedlocke,then to plaic the 6 "wk a 
ater _ Cauſe itisbetrer(faith Payl)ro marries then ro burne: Ur o2 
a2. clarechthatalthough ir wereafault in hisopinion 30 wry 
e276 macetyle p | Like 
m—_ (ee did :yet not ſuch a fault, a crime, a publique crime,as 
mrs doGrinemaketh ir. No more may it be jultly thought 
{fr "fy" ; By{h fwho, becauſe heput!'s 
in th2 opini6ot tharKoma Byſhop, of who, oath Bo! 
/unropuoliuepenance acer cond hſand ic Be 
«mis cocludth that it was a:counted a publique'« wro  t1 
boliqueChurch at that rime,if any man whilſt his wif2 yet 
Catnpuqu _ - mo 
!v*d,marricd anothzr yea,albcirfor whords, For menatt 
rev wer? put toſome penance in the Catholique Chur: b 26 
LILLE w - . ; * "L- 
" pyig ener hr ewes arBaonrat 
-iecz4;, YErhout of theCatholiquesCountels; Es ; yes TU 
© \ *@CX- at, age - py A - ac: 
«27 9+ ir isarokenof inconrinecs* 117 theyre * = laid dw * 
*-thame:. Waerefore th it might caillic bee that they who 1a SY on 
nirg 41022 nancevponnofaule, would lay publique penance vp 
c<1; li>, 2. de peg -ho inſuch caſes they were more 
EE PT aiogency, eo wad iniack nonkry Biſhopdid 
| as Z5nar {evere & rigorous the rome: the Penance wnic w ft 
;65 andBalſa. oy :0d marriag= doth nor prove ſufficicrly 
"15 iorerpcet putFamrola to tor her ſccod ma: TAS > GOTR BY he Catholique 
end thatitwas ac-ounted the a publique crune in the ny ig 
00a 5:12 church. Howbeir if the tearme of publique _ oh ff 7 
tizlt £.pound crler ſenſe the r(Qmonly it 15,0r TAC Byſhop 0 EFTS x 
pr on le put any bur grievous oft:ndzrs & hnners to png 
Gift 12,Cca2p, - IJ a . OFFETS - ! I8 
" raitkl'g naneeryer prrhaps oven fo too will Bellamin 4 &v is 1 that 
v 1, quis i. D " {till Eor th-rebyſſaith hee)we doe NOT VILALerItid hn 
©/-6 1/nt, CONUNIONU, FOT thereby( : hcr,yea albor for 
p i etlt if anym7 while his wiſe yet leoed, married anornecr,yelalna 
el12L non 27 OP. . , blique crimein the Catholique 
021812 D.c Wor ik was a:counted 4 pu LIQU : the B ſhop ot 
pit 2 06. church ac that time,it any af did ir. As who tay _y ) Gm 
ie con jug. bs Rome mult need; hould thar, if women were =y _—_— her 
nurrie after divorcement for whordom,men _ - wh 6 
x Concl,L- ther, AWhereas he m1ght be of theſam* _—_ _ ares pour 
$:cn,0-1,,9, x Conngel: {.ctuuet 43 1:h:wed 19 have Ii& LU "7" _ 
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. s © . Sp 6 2 - P 
411i aunctent y Fathc(liv.ng & writing asz/ome thinke,inRome Perm os np 


about the lame time) was;l meane, thatthis libertie & freedom £.Centus 
{.;ould be graunted co men but notto women, Moreover the | 252 929597 
dclay of Fabwlss pcnance,in that the was not put thereto vntilt gut lib q ef 
8 . fter her ſecond huſpanc's de1th ycildeth very [irons & probab). ED 
coniefture,thart it had not bene before the acconed any crime 2 Heron F 
at allin th:Catholique church,nor tor a woman neither to put cx mpgng 
awiy her huſbad becauſe of his adulterie,% to marric another, 

For that which Fabzola did thee did 3 openly, Her ſelf was reli> 7 Melius nb? 
g10us,godly, well infirufted;& thonght ir to belawfull. Her (270 
huſbad by 2ll likelyhood of like mind & iudgmet:the church 

of Rome called not their marriage in ro queſtion; The Byſhop 

did nor execute any Church centure on them, Nay, {ith thee 

was+very yong, when they married, and never heard of anie *441e5c5- 
fault ther.in commitred as long as h:r huſband lived: itmuay TE 

be Rome had many Byſhops in the mean= time, none of who 

ſaw cauſe why they ſhould blankgher for ir. The example of 
Fabw/ather:fore, & the RomarfPyſhops dealingin it,maket!; 

morea great dcale with vs then agzinit vs, ifitbe throughly 

weighed. Now S. Chnſeftom, maketh abſolutely with vs: 
| Howſoerer Bellowin, aftirmeth that h-e teacheth the ſunc 

with S. era, yea, with » S.ferom fimplic condemning all ſuch y va... 
marriage. For what doth S. Chryfoſtomw teachin the ſermon, F + nnd 
that Bellermin, quoteth vpon eAſathew?Forſooth,that by Afo- {20 10" 
ſes Lawye ut was permitted, that whoſoever hated his wife for any canto, 
mh pur bor away and mervy another mm her roome : But Chritt l-ft 

the huſband one cauſe alone to put arvay bis Wife fir namely Whore 

dome. What? and doth it follow herepf thar Chriſeftom, 

meant that the huſband purting her away for whoredome, * 

might not marn- anothzr? Rather the cleane contrary: 

Seing that he ſpeaketh of ſuch a putting away, as «Hoſe 

did permitt, and maketh this the difference betwene Chri/ts 
ordinance, and the law of e Hoſes, that eMoſesdid permit 

ir for anie cauſe, Chri## but for onz, Which to be lis mea- « - 

| ning hee ſheweth more plaindly © ypon the firſt ro the {Þ- EH5m 19 ig 
rinthians ſaying that the marri2ge 15 d1folred by wheredonL, ne. <9 
ther 35 the huſband a buſpend ame longer. For henxe it appeareth 
 thath;cthoughtthe bad of marrizgeto bee looſed whe thev, 


H 4 <£X: 


 m— —— _ 
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—... ſevered for whoredom: & therefore conſequently the par. 
fa-mil de ics free to marrie according to the e Apoſtles rule. And f other 
libell cepu4ij where alſo, though ſomewhat more obſcurcly yer conference 
with this place will ſhewe him ro have taught. Bur what ſhould 
 , Iſtandon fartherproofethereof,it being ſo vndoubred, that g 

g.Epicom in » arg : ; g k 
+1ib decretal, By(hop (ovarruvis ancarncit adverſaric of marriage after di- 
pare. «.cap,”- YOrcement,and bringing all rhcFathersthat hee can againſt ir, 
confefleth $.Chryſoftonr to ſtand on the other (ide againſt him 
for it. ndrhis in foure hundred yeares after Chri#,'Bellarmin 
- - cannot finde one of the Fathers, that hee may iuſtly ſay is his: 


- excepting them which make as much for the Encrarites, Mon- | 
taniits,and | oopworiar they doeforPap:ſts.1 the ages tollow- | 


ing hee fhindeth better ſtore : now one, now mocin eche hun- 

dred. Yet among them alſo, looke how manic hee namerh of 

the Eaſterne Byſhops, whether expreſſedly,or implyedly : hce 

playeth the Ieſuit with him. Forthe firſt of them T heophylatt 

hee alleageth with the ſame faith & truth, that he did Chryſo- 

h.Tom,7. ſtem whoſe ſchollar T heophylatt being(after þ Bellarmins owne 

va '*1 note)did follow his maiſter. And this the two places theſelves 
iTheophyla& that Bellarmmn quoterh, doc inſinuate clearcly: ithe former b 

inMain.?- opening how Chriſt permureth not that putting aWvay Whuche Moſes 

k.,n,1,Cor,7, did,without ſt cauſe nor allstveth ary cauſe as wit but whordom *the 

® later by omitting mention of whordo,in ſpcſifying the cauſes, 

for Which if aWoma depart fro her huſbad ſhee muſt remame unmarri- 

ed.\Whereto (if Bellarmmn necde more light to ſceit by)we may 

In Luca. addeathird place:in which!T heophylatt ſaying that Luke reher- 

; . ſingChriſtes words againſt men putting away therr Wrves 5 marrying 

4. raretos10- arher muſt be vnderſtgod with the exception out of Matthevv, 3 Unleſs 

uu orneias 1, be for Whoredom,doth (hew howfarre he diftereth herein from 

obſcuredby Bellarmimn,who denyeth flatly that Chriſtes wordes in Luke muſt 

the Latin ii- Hye ſypplyed with that exception. The reſt of the Eaſterne Fa- 


QNator om ut- 


wng delade, thers whoſe teſtimony is alleaged by Bellarmin, though rheir 


names not mctioned: areſuch as were aſſembled in the Coun- | 


cell of Florence. . For there came thither to conferre with the 
| Pope& the weſterne byſhops, albeit many of theſe houldinga 
genergll Councell at Baſil rhe ſame rime, refuſed to chaunge 


| 


the place for the Popes pleaſure, who ſought his owne advan» : 


rage therein, not the Churches, and yndermined the ations | 


of the 


| 


of the Councell of Baſil ® which condemned hims of hereſic and de- Ficatiun ie 


derh,for the proofe of his talſc aſſertion,it is plaine by that hee Ng: 
faith theConncell of Florece did decree the ſame in the inſtruc- 


Of the Lowfulnes of Marriage Pas. f7+ 


peſed h11.;but there came thirher ® the Patriarches of Conſtan- © e Bak 
tmeple,. Alexandria,« Anneche, and feruſalem_, either themſelves Rn 

in p-rfon,ce by their deputies, with many Metropolitanes and BG, lib 1. 
Bythops of Greece of »Aſia,of [beria,and other countries of the * CTY 
Eaſt. Whoſe creditr and conſ{cnt how vntruely Bellarwm prete- yo. Cabſcripe in 


tion of the Armentans. A chaprer which 1s fathered in deed vpo 
the Counce!l by the Chifimaricall Pope Eugemus the foyorth 
the d-vifer of 1t: but fathered vnuftly and calguniouſly as the 
time argacth, wherein it was begotte, For 1t1s recorded inthe 
(ame decree, that it was made thes two and twentieth of No- 6 Decims <2 
veraber,in th: yeure of Chri/t a thouſand foure hundred, thirtic [endusDecem 
& nine. N OW the Councell ended in Iuly the ſame yearefourc __ 

mon -ths betore: As both o1t (clt witneſicth,& , Popiſh ſtories « $ynod Flo- 
nor”. Wherefore the Councell could nor be the father of that rene. els, uk, 
d-cre: and chaptcr:no more then a man can be of that childe INS et : 
whi his borne tourete monerhs attcr his death. And thePope, Eard Gene- 
whoſc baſtard in truth the brat1s, by the acknowlegment and ken bong 
record 0. Papiſtsthemſelvesin the 47 emes of Councells,was fo 9 Decretum 
much th-:nore to blame to father it vpon the Councell of E lo- = geni) pe 
rer:ce 7 the great & generall councell, and * date ir ina publique 7 Praſens, ſame 
ſolemn: {eflion thereo% Becauſe neither was it debated in the 1,1%<. 98 
Councell wheth-r marriag2 after divorcement for adulterie ls Synodus- 
were lawtull or no;and the*Eaſterne byſhops mainteynedit to ko ver og 
be lawtull, when the Pope after the end of the Councell did re- he Syoodal © 
prove them torit: neither 1s 1t likely the contrarie was decreed I 
by all chere pretenr of the welt.Chicfly ſeing that more the halt * Synod Flo. 
of them were gonewhen both partes the Eaſt & Weſt, ſubſcri- AT T6 


bed to the decrees of theCouncell in the letters of agreement: 

as appearcth by conferring! their number with heir names & (1 = 
the norte thereof. Yea the Councell being ended the ſixth of tSels.ult, | 
Tulic,had theirſubſcriptions added vnto itthe one & twentith 

Then it of ſerve {core or perhaps vpward, ſcarſe threeſcore were 
remayning at Florence, tourctecne dayes after the Councell 

ended: What may we thinke there were above foure monerhs 

after? But how many {ocrer were preſent of the Weſt, as the 


I » Pope 


| 
\ 


9.. Tnecc are 
about o9 by 
Gaps fears in 
ltalie, Leand, 


| Alert in d&e- 
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reſtes Can, !3, 
dit 2: c Q-'» 
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Car. can 7 
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7 cap lib. 
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Uron., a lavoſull Druovee, 


9 Pope can quickly muſter an hundred Byihops or more, if , 


ncede be our of Italie alone, * to carry away things in Coun- 
ccll by multitude of voices, ſuch. pollicic hath he vicd tor that; 
but how many focver Italians he banded to countenance his 


decree, theBythops of the Ealt agreed not thereto,ncither wag 


it th? Councells att. Thus all the Fathcrs of the Eaſtern 
churches, whom Bellarmin, allcadgeth,and may vrge with cre- 
ditt their doctrine touching marriage, doe not onely not ſay 
with him,but gainſay him. Wherein their have ſo many others 
tollow? them ;rom ag? to age till our time, that it 1s appa- 
rant they allowe with greater conſunt a mas marriage after di- 
yorcerment for adultcric then Fathers of the weſtern churches 
diſallow it. For ' Enuſebins treating of /uſtme the Jdartyr {.treth 
torth with the ſame praiſe rhat hee had done, the {toric of the 
Christzan woman, who divorced her fclt tro her adultcrous huf- 


band. And S.* Saſi!s canons approved by ? generall Councels, - 


do: nor oncly authorize the mia to marrie another, whoſe wite 
is 2n adulterciſe,but alio check the cuſtome which yeelded not 
like favour in like caſe to the woman. And z Epiphanis ſaith 
(his words arc read corrupt!y,burt the ſenſe th. rcot 1s plaine of 
our ſide, as * Covarruvis graunteth, Epiphanyss theretore ſaith 


that Seperatis bes made for Whareds, a ma may tk a ſercd wiſe, or 


A \yoman aſccond buſband.And the ſame avoucherh Þ T heodore; in 
cffeR, affirming that Chri/t hath ſert downe one cauſe : Whereby the 
band ofe Marrzaze ſhould be diſſolved,and wholy rent a ſuncrr un that 
hee did except whorders, And a < gcnerall Councell, wherein there 
w:tc above two hundred and rwentiz byſhops of the Eaſt ga- 
ther. d togerher,doth imply as much; in ſaying that Hee, who 
his Wife 2 hams hept the lavee of Wedlor he,cnd beg fathfuull to hum, 
et forſch2rh ber and marricth another z5 by Chrifts ſentence guiltie of 
adutteric. So doth 4 Occumentus in applying the precepr of abt- 
diag vnmartied to ſuch as ſhould nor have Pang, andin a- 
bridging byes words after his manner,whoſe {cholar* Bel- 
larman therefore tearmeth him.$o doth ! EuthymuwsChnſoſtems 
ſchollar roo,in- harging that mi wich adulterie, who marnieth 
2 woman divorced 'orany cau(: but whord6 from her huſbad, 
So doth Nicephoras,in copying & comending that out of Erſe- 
bus, which he had out of In/tin theAfartyy. To be ſhort, theGre- 
cians, 3 which nam” compnſerh many nations of the Eaſt, all 


who the b Fliretwe Connell calkthi he Eaſtern Chur. hy doe 
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put the ſame doctrinere:cyved frointheir auncefours in prac v1ift furr'p 


tif} even at tis day, ulowing marricd {olke nor onely, ro ſpe- Ft ad br. = 
rate & divorcethc&elves in calc of adulteric but al{oto marrie Etbiop cao. 28 
others,as Be/larmm conteileth. \Yheretore his opinio hath not elewrny rg. 
the con{nt of theEaſtern byſhops:neith-r hath had it any age kripr.Sarmat, 
" fince (it. Much lefſe can he (hewe the conſent of the Sounh i Fu? —_ 
the eAthape.ms, & Abeſſmes, or ot the ke Moſcorrtes & Ruſſes in quib Gr ec 
the North: both which as they receyved their taith frorhcEalt, pr es 
{o vi- they likefreedome & libertic tor this matrer. No,not in | Pivin inſtit. 
© >a | F '. : , i1b,* cap 35 er 
the weſt ir{2!f,though he have many rhece agreemng with h:m, </ccap 5 
wt yet hath he2 the general! cofenr of all che Fathers perhaps nor m inmarca.s, 
of halt, 1: an £x4& count might b< taken of them. For beſides Fox +."2 
T ertalitzzz ohCouncell of Etberts and to let patle Amvroſeone ® _ __—_— de 
| - Byihop o:X-me,or more alreadicthewed to have thought that " dPollews.t, : 
" aman overs divorced fron bis Wife for her aduuterie ts free to marrie a- % cp 1 echib 
game:there are of the ſame mundet Lattantms,m Chromatus 2H: luke ad 
kiri, o Pollenwes, 2 the author ofthe {omentarces in Ambroſe his <vr cap 7. 
name vhons, Pasepiſtles, qthe firlt Councell of Arles, * rhe Jean: 


coucell of Vanes,thy whoeither were art or agreed ro theiſixuh !©o-anrinop 
*R-- Pw OR ; _ . + in Trullocatu, 
general coricell the tec6d rime aflebled*Pope fregort the third g+,ye 8 lars 
v Pope Tach wie the councell 0! xormes ot77 ry ur .0f: Maſſena *Epilts ad 
io 99-2 When . 4 J ?; Boumifacium 
COuncel] alleagea by a (/7atian WHrhout name, & other learned , 32,4 7 C.c@- 
men all-aged likewiſe by him, Pope Alexander the third,d/e- cuba, | 
- . C «3,07 'S, 
teftm the 3, Txcharie and tf Paul bythops,the one otCh11ſopotcs, Buckend. des 
the other of Buro9s,s Eraſmus, b (aranel ( ajeten : i Archbyſhop _— do C.47 
» Ga k - . Er i.140s k 
(atharinns * Naclantys byhop of (luga,finallic the teachers of OE 
the retormed churches in! Enolid,mScotlat,nGermane,oFraunce Y 32-97 e Si 


& other countris, for why ſhould not I name theſe of our pro Jereupurctar. 


fel1to & faith amog the Fathers as well 2sBellearmm nameth the lid,$7,0.47 ec 
Popith councell ot 7 y?r on the corrarte ſ1de?But thePapilts(will ; >.5 Burchar 
ſome ma peradventure {ay,doe not graunt rhar aſt, whorn you 1b.0.6.15 
have rehearſed,were ot this opinto. But the Papilts(T aunſfwver) be oats 
doe graunt that ſundrie ofthem were?and ſuch as they graunt b5ed illudead 
4 hg, is cauſ et quell, 
nor, the light of rruth & reaſon will either make them graunt, ce vemens r. 
, or ſhame them for denying it. As 1 Srxtas Senenſis, nam. ly ex de coqui 


| " ont; 
Vit, doth deny that Hilarie and Chromantues allowe a man to mar- reedetan. - 
dcQnauaro,extra.de divo tijs ede cocord Euang.cap.100 f Addir 2 ad Lyran in mat. ig9.g Chitit | 
marr1mon inſtit, ct annot, in '.cor cap 7.!1 1m mat cap. .9.i Tra, de matri queſt an proptor ceim. | 


| | adult con}-lib a viaculo k Enarratim ?piſt ad Ro c 7 | Tindalon mar 5 Bucer.de regno Chritt lib 
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2.ca'4? P Mart;r im 1.cor.7 Bea:on et/m 1s the confeſſion of their faith pref. n Lucher inarrat. in 
mat,5 et cor 7 cnt Saxon in Harme cont.ſec, (>, art deconj,conf,wirteb ibid hift, Magdeburg, 
ecnt,! i r ca. ' KEnic cxam,conc Trident part ” ocalvin Inftit.Chriſtia li.4.cou9.ul rockgall, 


| in Harmou conf, pEccl Belg.in Harm.cof Muſcul 1a mat.5. Bullin,decad, z.(erm ,yo.Sncged in la- 
Coſcem de divorce tub i oa Rinlioath fro A tk 4a -—@a- . . , ; 


»ln math.cap 


$. 
4.Abſq.forni. 
eationis cauſa 


fCan 4,in 
Kach. 
5, Deſinend?a 


conjygio, 


6 Neon contra 
dixicAuguiti- 
no (ed cum 
conſluluit. 
t.De adult co- 
jug ad Poller, 
lib 1.cap. 4.ct 
lib,z cap 2. 
7.Tanquam 
conſulende 
KithAvlitio.in 
Keedew'.erof, 
Bellarmin 
ſaith coſultdo 
& drow neth 
12anNqQ aamy 

$.1d cnim ſen 
tis & videtur 
tibj et exiiti- 
mas, & putas, 
et eſtſtoones, 
tibi yiderur et 
exiſtimas, 

v Biblioth, ſen 
tz lib,2- veib. 
Aepudij he. 
manilibellus 
9. Polleatiam. 
zeligioliſh- 
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FP.47.69. Upon alavfull Divorce. 

ric another wilc after divorcement: or teach that hee is looſe d 
from thc band of matrimonic, while his former wife though an 
adulterefſe liveth. Now weigh their owne wordes,& it will ap- 
peare that Sexrzsinturierh then therein. For © Chromatuues ſaith 
that they who having putt away their wives+ for any cauſe ſave 
for whor. dom, preſume ta marricothers, doeagainit the will 
of God,and are condemned, Whercin,with what ſcenic could 
hee except whoredom, vnlefſe he thought them guilrlcfle,who 
— = away their wives for it doe marric others? And! Ht- 
Lzrie attrming Chriſt to have preſcribed no other caule * of cea- 
ſing trom matrimony, butthat; ſhcweth that the band of ma- 
trimony is looſed thereby in his indgmer. Chiefly ſith heknew 
that they might ceaſe trom the vic thercot,for orher cauſcs: & 
the occaſion and tcnour of the ſpeech doe argue that he meant 
of ſuch a ſeperationas yecldeth libertic of newe marriage. In 
like ſorte,or rather more plainely and expreſſely did Pellentrues 
holde and maintainerhe ſame: As Auſt:z.(whom in this point 
hee diflented from)doth reporte and teſtific. Yet Bellarmur. (a 
ſtrange thing in acaſe fo cleare,but nothing ſtrange to Ieſuits) 
ſaith that Pollenrins 6 did not gainſaic «Auſtin, but aſked his 
indgmeur of the mattcr; and tor proofe hereot reterreth vs to 
the beginnings of both the bookes of A4uftmwu Even * to thoſe 
beginnings in which it 1s declared how eAuſtiry, having la- 
boured to prove.that a woman parred from her huſband-for 
his fornication mrghtnor marry anorher,'Pollentiss wrote vnto 
him? as it were by way of aſking his iudgment,and (hewed hee 
thought the contrari-:yefſhewed it in (ach ſorte, thateAuſtm 
ſettiug downe both their opinions, dorh ſpecific theF-as flatly 
crolfing one the other:Youare of this mynde,? of that:and faith of 
Pollentius againe and againe that 5 bee Wafof this mynde, which 
Bellarmin, denieth hee was of. Wherein the Ieſuirs dealing 1s 
more ſhamefull, for that beſide rheevidence ofthe thing it {clf 
{o often repearedin the verie ſame places that hee citeth » Szv- 
tus Sentnſe a rnanas vnwilling as Bellarmin, to weaken anic of 
their T rext points with graunting morethen hee mult needes 
confeſſeth that Peliertius thought hereof as we doe. Belike dc- 
cauſe Sixrus Sexenſss honoreth-him with the praiſcand title of 


2.9 molt godlie man: Pularraz,cthoughtitbetter to lic, then » 
to-graunt” 


oo; 
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to graunt that they have ſuch an adrcrſaric. Hee would faine 
avoid to00 auother auncient father bearing the name of e41- 
broſe;8 * «Ambroſe might his name be,though hee were not ta. 
mous eAmbroſe Byſhop of eHuar. But whether hee were 
namcd (o,or otherwiſe (which 1 perhaps is truer) vnto his teſe. 1, agirisprob 
timonic pronouncing it lawtull byS. Paxles doatrine for a Man _ L gow ray 
inſ{tly divorced to marric againe (though not for 4 WOMANAS cont,quas epi 
labs miſſetaking $;P«#,through errour, xthough Bellarmun. 1099 O—_ 
replicth with a threetold anſwere. Firſts Grarzax((aith hee;and y, 3 9.7.9 fed 
Peter : Lombarddoe athrmethat thoſe wordes werethrult into illud. - | 
this authours (ommentarie,by ſome corrupters of writings. In hs. 
deede the one ofthem atfirmeth:2 it is ſaid ſo;theother, 3 it is 2.dicitur, 
thought ſo. Butifirbe ſufficientto affirme barely,without anic # 
ground of proofe or probabilitic,thar itis ſaid or thoughtſo: 
what errour {o abſurd that may not be detended by perverſe 
| wranglers? what cauſe ſo vniult, that vnrighteous 1udges may 
not gcye ſcntence with? For whatſoever wordes beentorced 
againlt them out of the law of God or man,our of anic evidece 
or record of writers & witneſfles worthiz credit: they may with 
Peter Lombard and Gratian replic that the place alleagedis ſaid 
or thought to have bene thruſt into thoſe monumers by ſome 
corrupters of wytigs. And in replying thus they ſhould ſpeake 
rruclie, though 1t were ſaid or thought by none beſide thent- 
felves: bur how reaſonably they ſhould ſpeakertherein, let men 
ot ſenſe & reaſon indge. Surclic though Perer Lowbard reft vpo 
that. aunſwer,for want ofa berter, yet Gratzan(whether fearin 
the ſickle ſtate thereof ) doth leave it, & ſeeketh himſelf a new 
patron,faying that Ambroſe words are thus meant, that a man 
may lawfullie marric another wite atter the death of the adul- 
rerefle, bur not while ſhee liveth, which aunſwer 1s more abſurd 
then th? former.Inſo much that * Coverruvias ſpeaking of the. , ._ ... 
former onclieas vncertaine,ſaith thatthis repugneth manifeſt- decre:al op 
lie toe Ambroſe, Averic true verdic,as auie man not blind may ©P745.9 _ 
ſee by eAmbrofe wordes: AndBellarming confeſleth the ſamein 

eftect,by palſing it over 1nfilence as aſhamed of ir. But others 

j ({ayth hee fecondlic) doe aunfwer: thar this authour ſpeaketh 
| of rhe Civil law; the law of Emperours: Te weere, that by the 
Emperours Lawes it is lawtull for men, but not for women, 
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Pas. 623. Upon a Lawfull Divoree. 
having put away thzir mate, ro marri? attother: and that Pax 
theretore leaſt he thould ot:nd the Emperowbwould not ſay cx 
reflely.?f aman put away his Wife let him abide fo or be reconciled ty 
2:5 Wife, Now Gratians {econd aunſwer was no lefle worthy to 
ePanopt,n- have bane mentioned, then this of © Willians Lindas perched vp 
vang lib.3, , by Bellermin. For the civil law pronounceth the band of mar- 
*f ©.D. de 4j.. Flage tobe looſed as well by divorcement as by death: anc al- 
yn: rand, lowerh women to take other huſbands, their tormer being pur 
es tuldea- 2Waie,as it alloweth men to take oth-rs wives. Sothatiris a 
dult | C5ſen- fond and vnlearned conceirto imagin that Paul would not 
ſal ficonſtan Go ofkalbend wndid often - . 
x c.derepa. {ay Of huſbands as heedid of wives, lcalt hee ſhould offend rhe 
dijs. Emp:rour by ſpeaking expreſſelic againit that which his law al 
E 1,C2r.7-L, . 
lowed. For® hee did expreſſely controll theEmperoers law in 
ſaying of the wife. 7f ſhee depart from her buſband, let her remame 
unmoarried, or be reconculed to her huſband And the authours 
wordcs doe ſhewe that hee meant to ſpeake, not of humaine 
lawes, but of divine: of the {1cred ſcripture wherevpo he wrote, 
and what was thereby law{ull. Which ſeemed {o evident vnto, 
fInvtit facerd e Peter Soto,s and + Srxths Sencnſis,and® th: Roman Cenſors,who o- 
__ Bu "rr im yerlaw Pop: Gregore the thircenths new edivion o: theCanno n 
_ =6iblioth fare. 1aW,that they contefle that «mbroſe (meaning this authour) 
op +=" doth aprove plainely, certainly, vndoubtrelyg mens liberty of 
cap.vxor a Vi- MArTying agua? after divorcement. Bellarmumr, thcretore co- 
©.32.97> myngin with his third aunſiver. Yet ſaith hee iftheſe be not ſo 
we2!: liked, itmay be aunſwered ealfilic:thar the author of thoſe 
Commentaries is nor eAmbreſe,nor any of therenowned Fa- 
2 OPER thers, 4 as learned men. kyxowy. Thus at lengrh this authour, 
| % Jaigno- If men will not beleeve rhathis wordes are corrupred, or thar 
gART, hce ſpake of the C1vill law, ſhall be graunted vs with Bellay- 
m5 good leave : Bur then wee ſhall be tolde that hee is not 
eAmbroſe, nor anic of the renowned Fathers as learned mew 
know. And why could not Bellarmar aunſwere this at 
firlt > Why was hee ſoloath tograunt rhatſuch an authour, 
baſe, obſcure of ſclender creditt, maketh with vs ? Herein 
Fin epit.t.ad there heth a myſtcric. There is in this authours Commen- 
Tim © \ie Carics a PlAce,a 5 peece of a ſentence,which ſeemethto ſpeake 
aoret Da- forthe Popes Supremacre : Though perhaps never writen by 
aw. ghisauthour, or not with that meaning, as I hays thewed els 


whcre, 


b j.cor.7.1, 
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| , - 1 T6,2.conte, 
where.1 Bel/rmin, hid cited tharplace tor thats S.>Ambroſe ; jj6, cap '6, 


his name: and ® manic make a tcaitthercof, as being ſure $. GC 
Ambroſes.Now it hee {ould ſac, that the authour ot rho{cCo- by he weneth 
mentarics was neither 4nbrefe nor Saint: hee thoutd gainfſaie ns 
himfclt, And lith hee was learned, when hee did cite it fo, and SFM aethe 
thzreiore knowe(by his owne words) rhatit was not eAmbroft qacemcls fot 
nor anieof the renowned tarhcrs who writt 1t:men would {ce =Thelngi 
thereby, that hee had ior the Popes fake againit his owne any, ogy 
knowledg,fathered onS, Avec that whichis not his-No mar ou 1.6063..f 
vcll th.nit Bealwrnin came to this aunſwcre as a beare to the 

ſtake. Atthe which though hee ſeeme to calt vs 0!,by ſaying 

thatthe authour was norcnowned Father, anderred in miſta- 

king. Paul, as having geven norc ibcrrie to men then wome, 

wher. of in due place ait:rword:yortin the meane ſeaſon heeis 

forced to graunt that this aunci.nt Father tooke it to be law- 

full for ar1Cn to marri2 agatneattcr divorcement {or adultcric, 

The ſundric evaſions and ſhifts whc rcby the Papilts. have la- 

boured ro wrelt the credit of this oneE-athcrour ot our hides, 

doe g.ve mec occaſion to ſuſpect that thy will wrangle mir. h 

more to withdraw from vs the firit Councell of e4rles 7bcing » nettincant 
more auncient in time,m credit greater,and(asn one of them- Vantins time 
{clves doth probably conictture) confirmed by the Pope alſo. A Chet gen 
Hzrevnto the Counce!s wiſhing of certaine perſons not to »Bart caranze + 
marrie inthe ca: wee treat of might ſerve them fora colour cane: 
nas much as o It ſaith concerning them whoſe wives are ra- 
Ren in adulteri-, thar if they be yong men and forbidden to © Can.1o, 
marrie, * adviſe ſhould be given them, as much as may be nor PIE INE 
to take other wives while the former live, thongh adultereſſes. tis rn 
Bur this giving oCadvilc is in truth an argument that the coun 

ccll indg<d a man noadultercr,it hee tooke another wite. Els 

would they have given not adviſe and counſail, but charge 2nd 

comman fron rorefraine from nt;and( as it 15 likely) reſtrat- 

ned mens tranſgreſſion thercin with ſharpe difcipline,ſperially 
conſidcring e they punith 1-fer faults with excommunica- ,,g,z,, a 
tion. Neither 1s it nothing that they. temper alſo this d1.12.er 24. * 
counſai! and adviſe to be geyen fach, with 9 4s much as may be. "> nga 
And a farder circamitan-e yet of more 1amportance, they 'Aoleſcenſes 
make. nor this reluaint for all men, but for » fyoug merge wilgon 5a 
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nor for all yong me, butſuch as are forbidden to marrie: mea- 
ning (as it ſcemerh) thoſe who being vnder the care of their 
parents were by them forbidden,& could not honeſtlic diſo- 
bey. For had not this rceſpe& or the like moved the Fathers of 
the Councell, why ſhould they havereſtrained ſuch yong men 
& not other? Nay, why onclie yong men, not rather mcn, not 
aged men, or them alſo? Sith in , Scripture clder women are 
choſen to be widowes, and yonger willed to marrie. Our ad- 
ver{aries therefore muſt yecld that the Councell of eAviesis of 
our (ide for the point in queſtion. Wohercro they (hall have 
greater reaſon to induce them, if they note with al thar the | 
: Concil,Va- © Councell of Vannes in the ſame countric, 2 the age following 
5 AAR made this canon. Wee appornt and ordeine, th.tt they Who having | ft 

+2. p , | . PY 
2.About the * therr wives except for whoredon, ( as it is ſa34 wn the Goſpel } or Upon. 
f mY ofChiit proofe made of adulterie, marrie others, ſhalbe excommunicated, Leai 
$.Bceaata, 3 ſimmes beivg ſuffered by our too much gentlenes ave provoke other men 
to looſenes of tranſereſſmrg. And this decree I tinde noranie of the 
Papiltsrhat go-th about to ſhift of:Neither can I ſee how they 
may poſnblic: The Councell expounding fo plainely Chriftes 
wordes of marriage forbidden atter divorcement vnleſſe it be 
tor whoredome,and accompting marriage aftcr ſuch divorce- 
ment not a lefler ſinne, butno ſinne at all, as the reaſon added 
tor {trength of their decree ſheweth, Now for the next, the ge- 
nerall Councell afſembled in rhe Empcrours palace of Con- 
_ © antinople which made the like decree and taught the ſame 
doEtrine,as I have declared : Bellarmin, would perſuade vs(v- 
nother occaſions touching Poperie nearer the quick, then 
this doth)rharthe were ior neither gave countenaun-e 
thereto with their preſence, nor approved the Canons thereot 
with their conſ:nr.Tothis end hee denicth that the ſaidCoun- 
C D:Re,yent, CCl was agenerall Councell, & ſtriveth inhis* third contro- 
i».2.cap.27 yerfiero aunſwer ſome of our reaſons which confirme it. Bur 
hee caſeth vsof paincs to fift his aunſweres by meanes that 
© Deecetere,; himſelf in the* fourth corroverſie,diſcourling of generall coun 
cleſ mi . 0 ts - 

tic. lib +.cap.y cels purpoſclie,doth recke it amongſtthe. For as1n mes lawes 
5 142n,0.de whe they are repugnit one vnto another, the later derogateth 
pum, fro theformer:ſo(] trow)whenBellarmin doth contradict him- 


ſelf, his laſt word muſt hold, And the morereaſ0it ſhould "_ 
rus, 


_ 


4 (\Tim,5.9 


. 


— 


 wherewith (hce were taken could nor performe the duty of 4 
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*this , becauſe both x Pope eLariarwy the firſt of auncient tymeF,uini a 


did call it the fixth Councell,declzring thereby hee tooke it tO Care! Magn 
be oncof the GeeralCofcels whereot he tearmedit the fixth, (293 "4 


andin y the ſeaventh gcnerall Councell ſadry Fathers ailcag ed et cjzs/ynod 
ir by the nameof the fixth Generall, & avouched irro bee wit \" wing 
ly called ſo. Whichſentence oi theirs being not controled by nod...:e + 
any of that Councell, and thez Councell itſelf afterwardeap- ,7 * Niczn.ſy« 


proving the decrees and Canons of the fixe generall Councels: nod... can.t, 
a.Zonarazet 


It is yerie probable that the weſtern churches yeelding their ©O- z;1mon pip 


ſent to the ſeavethCoucel, and taking it for ſound , accounted fat.in tynod 6 
n « NiluserBatla 


(as arhe Eaſtern {t:]l have done & doe )thar which they entit- ;m qe pr:ma. 


led the fixth to bee General. Specially fecing that in the Welt, roles wars 


mcn of great credit b [vo and Gralll ll and Wope Jiinocentins the eccell, C.ult. 


third and rhcir diſciples, the whole ſchoole oftCannonitts have Þ Donan op 


on thole authorityes of the ſeaventh Councell made like recko Juenr 


| 1 ' {ts { : Diſt 16. 
_ 'S of it. And although our yongcr papilts for the molt parte E PIR 16.6 | 


ſome ofthe clder, perceyving, what advantage may be tak g, c a muicis, 
cn thence agayult many grounds of popery,doe crofle their pre <xtrade zcac, | 


ER, | ; al 
deceſlours herein with 4 ſcely rcaſons, {uch as whereof the b<ſt 5rd pratid- 


would inferre more forceablie that theirCouncell of Trent was __ nedby 


no Generall Councel: yc t amog the alſo there are whoallowe zettarmin 


the auncicent Oo wn 'ONn, 45S c Caranza namely,and f Genebrard and otCanus etc, 


| '* bb, 2.deRom | 


$uris, with whole pretace teding to the proote therof it is re- pont cap. £7, 
commended & publithed by papiſtsin the two 5 pertitſt and 


laſt editions of the Councels. Wherefore wherher anye of the 1» ſama coci- 
lork, chro0- 


Welt were preſent in perſon, or by deputyes,and ſubſcribed to yroph. ub,z, 
it which 9 Balſzmox, and Þ NVilus , learned Greeke Fathers a- _—_— -_ 

” = n - 
vouch by old? records; or whether it were celebrated by Eaſt- gum fnituc 
ern byſhops onely, as the i{econd Generall Councell alſo was fb wſtivian. 


6 gh & © , h1nv 

in the ſame City of Conltantinople the conſent of the welt ap- par 67 mon 

provingit tor Gencrall averreth my ſayings by acloude of wit- epeL in 
A ; . . I d 

nefics of the weſtern Churches. Pope Gregory the third follo- jc oheorcs 


= 


weth, * Hee graunteth that it a woman by reafon of ſicknefſe foten in ; «6.5 
the orher a 

ag Venice if 5 

wiſe to her huſband, her huſband might put her away and mar- s 


ri? another, More then by the doctrine of Chrz#t hee had lear 
ned to graunt for any ficknes : bur ſo much the likelyerthat he gprefar. - 


' \Uuliinian. 
K | $3L0] 6 gh Th; de primans 
Fpz:Thod, Hiſt, eccle{, lib.5e.7,9,kepiſt 4, a6 Benif, 32.97 cquod propoſut's 
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* REP thoughr it ſhould bee graunr-d for whoredom expreſicly men- 
dz @2,z, 10ncd by Chit. Wherevpon Hoveriws a Sorvonilt in a worke 
approved by Sorboniſts, matcherh his Canon with the like of 
Councels,who gave the Innocent partic leave to marrie againe 

'." afrerdivorcement, while the other lived. Neith-r doth Zellar 

mi. denye the1llation, but the propolition, which the poynt 

interred 1s grounded ypon. For the Doctors(layth hee mci- 

w.fed illed, 1ng the Canonitts)expound the Canon. of ſuch ſickneſſe as maketh a 
QEaVi® 3-297 worna?L vnfitt for e MH arriage : and ſo 15 an unpediment deſolving ma- 
nubat, _ © f7ymonye contratted, by ſh:\ping it Was no true matrimonye. Bur the 
a vclintellige Doctor of Docors m Gratiary himſclt vnder{tood it otherwiſe; 


vel - - _ of ſicknſle betalling ro her, who wasan 2ble wite. Andthoſc 
fait vero his eloſle writers vic molt that expolition which Zellarmun 


; would have vs recieye for authentick as the fitteſt falv.; yer reſt 
o FtPa72, n they not vPon it, And ®eAntonins a great Canoniſt: Arch- 
quamyis, byſhop of Florece correcting p es pp of memoric for the 
wig hart wr” pcr{ons, concludeth with him for the matter. And the flow_ 
inſtedot Ger cr of Lovan 4 T apper, thc Chauncelour of their viniverlity, ap. 
McsmGrc- provecth this of «Antonius, And *thelearn:d men who wer 
fied of Grego Over-ſcers of the laſt edition of rhe Councels doe wirtnetle by 
ae +*2cotrolling itas a thing whichnow the Church ob{crveth not; 
took it, that Gregory meant of ſicken:fle happ ning vnto lawtull wives 
in their wdgement And rhe Pope himſclte ( as! Bellarmin, 


_ _ notchels where) declarcth that hee rooke it ro bee true matry- 


19. monie, by {aying that the max. ought not to bereave the former wife . 


1096 = - of ayde, that is, ought to maynteyne,C5 finae ber as bus wife #ul.Wher- 


24 lac locum, tore if noCatholique byſhop would imagin thata man may law 
fully put away his lick wife , and marric arother, vnlele hee 
6 18ucteUe thought the ſame much more to bee lawtullin an adultcrous 
eccletix non = > Dani 
| fervar. wite, as wee are to preſume: then muſt the Papilts by conſe- 
op 1cont3 quent acknowledg thar the poyntin Queition 1s proovedand 
Ag a9 So allowed by Gregory the third, A playner and directer allow - 
cubuiſti. ance thereof, appearcth in a Canon of his Tris” ik, ar, 
who whe a certayne man had defiled him(clt inceltiouſly with 


7 About the his wives ſiſter, graunted that his wie ſhould bz divorced from 


yeare of Chriſt 


| 740 him : and( vnleſſe thee wer? pour to that wicked a&t by coun- , 


fayling or procuring ir ) might marry inthe Lord if ſhee could 


nor contcine. This ſo cleare a teſtimony of an 7 auncient Pope 
| authorizing 


We" "OO CO es. Eu _- 


; 
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Of the lawfulnes of £Marriage Pr9.67 + 
authorizing rhe divorced woman to marrie, Bellarmin, would 
elud2,by ſaying that hee mcanrt ſhee might marrie auorher, at- 
ter the toriner huſbands death. As who ſay, the Pope 1n1oy- 
ningthe8 man and the whore for a puniſhment to tay and a- , _. ves. 
byde withour hope of mariage,w-xe likly ro meae by liDerty of jugij permane 
marriyng graunted the guylcleſſe for a benehite, that while the *®: 

guilty lived, who might ovcrlive her, ſhee ſhould not marrye 
no more then hze. Oras though there had bene ncedetor, 
th! Pope then to graunt it with exception, s/f ome 70t CONteme igeie nd vals, 
Let her marrie tn, the Lord, Whereby it {cemeth that hee rather 
wilhed herto retrayne from marriag2,it thee might be induced 
thereto, which hee had no cauſe to wiſh onthis occaſion after 
the mans death,ſhe being » then ſimply free, and willed to mar- 87-Cor 7.39 
riex ſuch mighther ag: be. But what dot I reaſon out ofthe b 
circumſtances in a thing (o cerrayne and cleare of ir elf, that al- 
though the? great maitters whomBPellzmmn. alleaged bejore & y, Peter Lom- 
followed here, have aſſayed to darken the light thereof by this # 34 Gratian, 
milt : z yer Szxtus Senerſis conteſſcrh. that Pope Jachary decreed, 4 

_ tharrhe women if thee would nor conteine, ſhould marry ato- ub. 6. Ange. 
ther hutband while the former lived. It is true thar S:xrus ſee. *3tB-, 
keth to helpe the matter another way ſomwhat, by yoking the 
Pope with provinciall Councels : who (hce {ayth ) allowed & 

* decreed ir,not by a generall and perpetuall ordinance, bur for 
a tyme, & to certaine nations ;& thar inſuch heynous crymes 
as 11cett onely, But will the Papilts {tand ro this doctrine, thar 
the Popes decrees bynde noral nations generally,norare perpe 
tually to laſt ? The muſt they acknowledg(which would rouch 
the Papacic & Popery verry neerely ) th 1t the Popes ſuprema- 
Cie 15 tailly pretended, hee hath his certeyn limirs as Mctropo« 
litancs have : and ſome will reaſon alſothar the lawes of Pop?s 
were tolaſt fora tyme vntil Lzther roſe , but for a tyme onely, 
there date is our now. As tor thecryme of inceſt, wherevpon 
the Pope allowed the innocent partie to put away her huſband 
and ro marrie another : that conhrmeth rather the poynt in. 
Queſtion then diſproveth 1t. For hee had no warrant ro allow 
this by, bur our « Saviours dotinne forbidding {uch divorce- .Matth, '0ot 
menr,exceptit were for whoredom : ſo that he mighr not have 
grauntedit tor incelt,ynleſic hee had thoughr itlawfull for ad- 

XK 2 ultenc;; 


Pap.6#. Upoz., a laWvfull Diveree. 
. Exod'20,.14 © 


dlath,5,,g, bulterie; Neither did hee conſiderthe cryme but as compriſed 
vnderadulterietoo : Whercof (in a g-ncrall ſenie meant by the 
6 law ) inceſt is a kinde. And theretorcin ſpeaking of her with 
.cap.*.Bnrch WhOm the deteſtable a&t was commutred, hee tecarmed her, the 
rd derretor , eAaultereſe not the inccſtious perſon. 1 hus It 15 apparant, 
a that in this matter Pope Jacharie was no papiit. No more was 
4 of Livia . the Councel of< Wormes which ſhewed their 1dgmentto the 
Prov incor- like effect to weet, that a man who could prove his wite to haye 
acts dn becnof counſail with ſuch as ſought his death, wight put hera 


Mes Tande's way and marry another if hee would. Preſuming that belike, 
Chtonicias which they might tuſtely, as 2 examples reach vs, thar ſhee wag 


"ay rs  nought of her body with ſome of the conſpiracie. For els had 
lib.decrcral, © theCouncell exprefiely authorized the ſame that a Chriſt cond 
pts 7+ neth,iffor any other caule then for adulterie they had allowed 
3. Elibenow- the man to marric. Therefore © Covaruvias reckoncth : vp this 
> Pha Counccll among the who held that a man having lawiully pur 
a= excour vt away his wiſefor her whoredom, might ——— whilcthce 
—————_ 1'Gof 159.4 Yer 2 certaine Spaniſh Frier named Rn m1 _ | ope 
Gregory the nynthes {peciallState-men, the compiler of Us | De- 
F, cap Siqua cretals, f would avoydit allo atter Gratzans manner, by talſeexpo 
mu.cr extrz frign as if the Councell had meant, 2 man might rake another 
aww, wifcafterthedeath of theformer. Tothe more effectuall PCer- 
ſyadiug whereot, that queſttonleflc they meant fo : hze victh 4 
ſpeciall trick of popiſh cunning. | For, making thewe of regiſte 
4. Poetipſs ring the Councels owne decr.e, in ſtecd ol =-_ + ng 4 _— 
_—_— may put away his Wife and marry azether gf he w « rne rricr — 
ere lm Gowne theſe 5 Hee way after his wroes death marrie ennother, if hee 
cares Full. And wh:reas the Councell had ſay, 6 45 We thmke, which 
eg Hh wordes had bene abſurdely put 1n, 1t they hadd mcant after his 
ti volucctt 2- 1yives death hee might marric anorher, a thing agreed - _ 
6 *Ytyobis vyndoubted:TheFricr (as theeves are wont - as for _— 
yidecar, preſſe the markes of things which they have ftolen, leaſt t oT : 
, taken thereby) leaycth that cleare our. Butby the mouths 
| _ two witnefles 8 Burchardus Bylhop of wOrmes , and - av 
\h va mul! or 7 Palea, both elder then thc Fricr,and trom whom of l - 
ect»: > hodhce receaved this Canon of the Coun:ell of v Ormes — 
7-' <a: 9: filſeand irr<ligious dealing is bewrwayed. Wherero may the 


ore 9% onfellion of the third bee added, though in years cya 


adultera, 


Of the laWfullnes of  Afarriave Pas bg. 
greater in credit for things agaynit Papiſts , himſelf a popith 
Loctor and burning hight ot Varis, i loveruess I meane : who 
' fayth of that Councell, that it allowed the innocent partye to 
' marric agayne after divorcemet,the other being yet alive. And 
the Councell it {clt maketh farder proote thar they are not vn- 
iuſtely charged by Joveruts and Covaruevas with this tudgemert. 

. For if any man had commurred wickedncfle with his daugh 
tcr in lawe,ths daughter of his wite by her former huſband : * 
thcy agreed that hee ſhould keep2narther of the : but his wit< 
nught marri- another if ſhee would, if thee could not conteyn< 


and if {h:e had not carnall company with him, atter that ſhe , 
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knew of his adulterie with her daughter. The lait clauſe whereof , cap 1o.nur- 


[h-weth that they ment of liberty grauntcd herto take another 
hulband while thc former lived: fith it cannot be thought with 
realon, but they iudged (hee might rake annother rhe former 
b.ing d.ad : though thce had continnued with himas his wite, 
aitcr {hic knew ct his adulecrie, The 1 Councell of Tribur did 
mayntzyne the ſame : ordcyning that if any commited vila- 
ny with his mother inlaw, hcr huſband may take another wite 
1t hee will,tt hee cannot conteine : and the ike order 1s to bee 
oblerved,it with his daughter in law or his wives ſiſter. Bellar- 
912. 11ke the ® paynter, who being good at purtraing of a Cy- 

r-({e trce, whin one gave him money to draw and repreſent a 
\Eonatag kin a table alked it hee would have a Cypreſle in,diſpat 
ring ro doc ought worth perhaps , vnlcfle thar helped : faith 


chard.lib,i7e. 
cap.lO, 


1z2.p7.c, fi 
Quis cum No 
YELa, 


m Horat de 
artc Fort, 


that all ſuch Canons ( all not ouely this of the Triburian Coun- _ 


ccll ) arc vnderitood of marriage grauntcd to the innocent par 
ty atter the death of theformer wite or huſband. An anſwer 
no fittertor this and all ſuchCanons,then a Cyprefle tree is for 
a ſhipwrack,as thoſe of PopeZMhary & theCouncell of wormes 
the tormer whereof hee garniiheth alſo with this Cypreſſerree, 
doe argue. For the ſame reaſons which proved JachariesCan 
on to bee mcant ot the womans niarriage while the man lived, 
prove the Councel of Triburs ro bee likewiſe meant of of the 
mans 1n the womans life-tyme. The puniſhment inflicted there 
in 80n the ofteders doe equally enlarge the benifir to the Inno- 
cent. Tie 9cxception added to the enlargemet , 1s ſtronger : 
implying they would have him ftaye ynmarricd rather,it he can 
conteyne, Theteltimonye of » Szx775 1s all one {or both : net- 
K 3 ther 
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T4720. Uo, 4 Li0vfull Divorce 
ther doth the qualitry of the.cryme of inceſt more infringe the 
argam-nt h-ere then it did rhere. - And this extenuation that 
th- Councell beeng a provinciall Councell ordeincd it for men 
of their owns provin,c,and forthart ryme onely,encreaſerh the 
authority th-r.of, it th: precious bze ſcvercd trom the vile,the 
truth trom the tallbood. For why aftirmeth hce that they did 
tits ordzyn it for rhar tyine onely ?The forme ot their decree touch-. 
pry ng : ail g:nerally that choulbottend ſo,nort ſome particular per 
Strong {on,who peſently had; they ſpraking of the thinge as 3 lawtull 
qu diurepoſ. 11 1t [-1t, and 3 to bee ob{crved alike 1n like caſcs ; their makinge 
” nus .-» Of © Other Canons to that ctte&: yea? anotherCounce] alſo per 
ſe.:aoda ct. adventure,& no limitatto ot tyme in any of themzdoe perſuade 
tu. dons: the contrarie. Now, whereas they ord-yned it for men of their 
bs 7.cap \7.e OWNe province, their modeſty was the greater : who did not 
Pont T,- xc vpon them as Popes to make lawes for men of all nations, 
Par.can.4r. but looked as Byſhops to theirowne diofrs. And the grearer 
J Mer 7, mod-lty,the ltker rog Christ, andthe better to be liked of *Chrilt 
C Anachor.a- 14nsS, the more reveren:e to be heard with, and their tudgmes 
IT had in greater eſtimation. Beſide that, this (clt-lame decree 
"Angl>r cap. «. Of theirs was eltablythed allo by © the Councell oft Wormes, 


bby And uat that tyme Pipmus ( King of Fraunce, and of a great 
a -9-42.c.5i parte of Germany)was preſent. Who as heedid keep a gener 
Jr ma. 211 aemoly ot his people 4 there : ſo by all likelyhoode called 
ba civitae Ai- Byſhops thither out of his whole rcalme, to make decrees tor 


—_ 05 9p the whole. A' province of ſuch larg:nefle, that * Councells co... 
{dN<.OTt- «> . . * 
cap 06, ſitting of Byſhops aſlembled,ourt of no greater, have benctear 


oo os cd Generall : and woorthcly ( ass Bellzrmin, confeſſcth ) in 
vetin ci: conc. Compariſon of Provincia!lCouncells commonly ſo called, wher 


Afcican Epilts {11 there were not Byſhops of a whole Nation or Realme. Thus 
adCeleitin Cor _ fy of" - b -1 - Fe ERh a pe w; 

Tolet 3.cap 8 Stxtus by ftriving to leſſen & diminiſh th: credit of the caro of 
= apy the concel of Tnibur, hath give vs occafi6 to make the more of 
+,9942+ 4t:colidering onthe one fide the modeſtic of theByſhops who 
were aſl-mbled there,and made decrees tor their province ; on 
the other the Province which that decrce was made for, ſo 


«$1ntion.ce 1arge that all the Provinces of Tralie cannot marchir , though 


elf, cla 2. they w 'relincked in one. Had it not bene betterfor him,with 

out this Retorique ro ſay diredtly and Battly as z 7overms doth, 

that the Councell of Tribur made the like decreto the Coun- 
cc 
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Pav72. Upon a Ltwfull Divorce. 

becing commended and praiſed above the other, by k Trererins 
and S715, who wiſheth hce might have gotten it to be publy- 
ſhed, ſheweth that ſome exranr, are not ro bee compared with 
{omerhat are loſt, wh:refore Bellarmms tormer ex ception to 
the Councell that it is nor extant ,nonor the name of it, was 
not worth thenameing. The latter that the Councels Canon 
was meant of Marriage after the former wives death : 1s lyke ro 
prove as falſe as theprote rhereot is frivolous and fond. For 
m theſe arethewords of rhe Canon : «A certaine Woman laye 


* With her huſbands brother : it is decreed the adulterers ſhall never bee 


earned * but Lawfull 1M arriage ſhalbe graunted vnto him, wheſe 
Wife the wilente Was Wrouoht wth, Which words are well expoun 
ded ( faith Bellarmizc ) by the Doctors, and their meaning ga- 
thered ® out of the ike Canon following a litle atter : wherein 
It is ordeined, that Wher, the adulterous wife is deceaſſed, her man. 
may marrie whom, hee wil; but her felfe the adulterefſe may not marrie 
at all , no not her huſband bemg dead. Gratiiin deed, and rhe 
G!ofſz-writers on hum ( th: Doctores meant by Bellarmin,)doth 
them wrong in ſaying they expound it rightly, For this Cano 
following, oat of which thy grther that to bze the meaning, 

bang a Canon of I know not what Gregory, at lealt Farhered on 
him, doth noe more proveit then o the above alleaged Canon 
of Gregory the third permitring marriage tothe innocent partye 
while rhz otner lived, doth inferrethe cotrarie. And the Coun - 
cells words mentioning expreſlely the Innocet parties freedom 
and liberty to marry, wiuch had bene ſuperfluous 1t they meant 
of marriag2 after the others death: make it moſt probable rhat 
the Councell vttered themwith the ſame meaning, wherewirh 

others vrrered the like, as hath bene ſhewed. Herevnto the 
judgement of e Sextus Senenſys doth add no ſmall weight, firh he 
albeit ſtriving to weakenthe ftrengrh and cutt the finewes of it, 
acknowledogeth notwirhſtanding that it was of one minde wirh 
the councellot Tribur. So was Pope «Alexander the third too 
ſome tyme , though Bellarmnw allecage Þ him as of anothcr 


-mynde. Burt ler Bell ami. ſay wherher hee had two myndes 


and erred in on of them : ſcing itis certaine hee g was of rhis 
minde once, vnlefſe hee wrote againſt hisghund2. For where 
3s a man thathad weddc<d a wite, did , before hee centred tne 

marriageb;& 


Of the lawfulnes of Marriage Pag-23. 
marriage-bed with her, enter her mothers bed : Pope eAMlex- 
«der (ayde, that hee doing ſome pennance might bee diſpen- 
ſd wirhto marrie another wife, Here the Topes fayour to, 
wards the offender; doth ſavour of that which hath bene iſ (.cimica 
liked in Papall diſpenſations. But he that graunted thus much 9=ne-guipe | 
to the incc{tuous uf band, would (1 mull) have graunted it diſptfariones. 


to the guilrlciſe wite : as* hee did alſo to her that had this iniu- > eetanr Les 
'rie. The onely evaſion whereto a Bellarminian might by his 4iu,Cicin 
Maiſtcrs example have recourſe, is that the Canonilſts expoad 471 :0r-w 
the Popes words not of a wife but ofaſpouſe, & her eſpouſed ar4! ir. ad 
alſo by wordes of the-tyme to come, not of the tyme preſent. #7 7:95 4+ 
Which expoſition may ſceme the more probable , becauſe Latcan, _ | 
the Popes wordes ſert downe in the Decretalls geve her the na y,, Tnnois:, 
me of ſpouſe without ſignification that the man had wedded creral. xpi, 
her. Buthcreof Fricr Kazymwnd who compiled & clipped the Fopnet en in. 
Decretalls muſt beare the blame,as ” «Antonius Contius a learn- ty noni. © 
ed Lawier of rheir owne hath well obſerved. For the Popes {APe*s. coc 
iſtle which is extant whole in the x Tomes of Councels, de- lexad. tert, 
clarerth that the woman was the mans wedded wite,though he P**#4.08-+. 
did forbeare her companic a while. No remedie there-fore 
but it muſt be graunted , that in this matter Pope eAlexander 
the third ſubſcribed tothe former Councels. Now byall the vs 
reſt whom TIaleaged there 1s none excepted bes by anye Pa- 
piſt, for ought that I know, oras I thinke will bee. For? Lac, pu 
zantins firſt ayvoucheth, ſo rhe lawfulnes of putting away *ms fiir lib 6, 
wife for adulterie eyen with intent to marry another that both 37% |, 
:Covaruoiasand * Dommicus Soto graunt him to be cleare 4.Decretal, ' 
it. Next , touching thea uthours mentioned by Gratin, as 2/502: 7 
holding the ſame for one kinde-of adulreric : who doubted a, 1 4. ene, 


bur there were certaine ſo perſuaded, when ſuch an adverſaric COLE 


| confefſerh it. Then for Pope Celeftx the thirde, fith © a Pope icarcutium 
faith hee thought thata man,or wife might lawfully forſake jy veot) tec: 
aheir parreners 1n wedlockefolherifie,an marry ethers : I (ce32.9 7,24 il. 
not how the Papiſt may denye hee thought it Jawtul for adul- ws 

tcrie, morethen I ſhewed uy might ot Gregory the third. And the tice cap, 
albeit 4 Jacharie byſhop of C Ko cs tO ſhew ra- (5552 <xtca 
ther what other mens opinion was, then what his owne, yctit « 9c cocora, 
13 apparant by hig manner a that hce ous with *'ig<ap 199, 
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| eIn epiſt, ad P27 + Uparqenſo7'7? . 

' corcap?9, * Ambroſe therein, whoſe words hee areth , and fenſeth them 
wn Seve, againſt authorities, that might bee oppoſed. As for the By- 
Tei ad vzre ſhop of Burgos, Paw commended heighly by flearned men 
Hevr.in Gen fo learning, 8 hee ſayth thar it is manifeſt o” Chri#ts doctrine, 


J7 Sixt feacl | . . _ 

bibl $aat, that whoſoever putteth away his wite tor whoredom, commir 
| lib 4+ | h b 

o Addir.2, a4 Ch not adulterye though hce marry anorher. aclantus, 


| Izr ia Ma:9 who was preſent atthe Councel of Trent, aByſhopot princi- 
| h 5 7 gi pall name and price among th cm, athirmeth as _—_ : that 
| cap.7. 4 wife being loſed from her huſband by death or by divorce. 

| ment, is not an adultereſſeif ſhee marrie another. To con- 
| rank.  cludeBellarmin, conteſſeth that Eraſmr, Carerar.), Catharinus, 
zoraten aire- - Luther, e Melanttor, Bucer Caluin, Brentues, Kemmnituas, Petey 
(208 protela- Martyr, andin aworde all Lutherans and Calvinits(as it plea(- 


t.3 
eth this Roman T ertallus to name ys poore i atarens ) agree 


8 reliquo- that our Saviour doth allow mae 5. 6 atrer divorcement for 
lager : T9 2dulreric, Howbeitfearing much whata dcadly wounde hee 
licora comn- mjght geve his cauſe by graunting that Eraſmus,Cartare , Ca- 
| c007-orlh wage tharmns three ſo learned men, and two ot the {uch pillars of the 


oYbiare ret Romiſh Church a Cardinall & an Arch byſhop agree in this 
| arG efſe volu _Hoyne with Lutherans &&- Calumtts : he addeth that thoſe three 


mius nos nul. difter much fro theſ Ee hertiques(meaingBy heretiques the Na 


aam 4 judi. 


ciocecis gat zarens I ſpake of,”7 whoſe ring-leader was Pau )in as much as 
olicz veth- they ſubmitrt th&ſelyes cncry to the churches indgement. 


| Em tack vel And becauſe the church(ſaith he)hath now opened her minde 


deſcedere- , - - th 2 (li - 
- Qaodfi quia Moſt evidently,asa cth by the Coiicel of Trer the 2 pſeſlis | 
'n Nom Laf the 7 Cano, ld gig; 6 thinke the band of marriage maye 
| ny ney: 5h belooſed for any cauſe arc acurſed : therefore ir ſeemeth thar 
' jamndcpro- rhoſe threealſo,& chiefly the two later,mult be thought no 0- 
 xeeantaryols 11,-rwiſe mindedin this marter, the8all the reſt of the Catho- 
 Incapita Arg Divines arc & have bene with great agreemer & coſent. which 
| umbrcer,  1;Eute of Bellar.ifir have ſutficiet groid & ſtrengrh of reaſs 


| quoidam er Era/pms muſt be conted a cathglique ip al rhingsFor 9N al his 
ng wh a He heſubmitteth fn FE arches Rn Tks 


wy GIG why doth * Bell.cal him a + derfie Chriſtia,i &cnrol his nJe a- 


| excuſci Au- 


' neredi&4ct - - l : h of the Concel 
\ $1ki mog ſe&aries & hertiques?whar are the Fathers 

cor 7: ad wc of Tier Demic-chriſtias,ſectaries, heretiques;thy are (byBeller. 
IpiBioch for of one minde with Eraſmus.Morcover S,e Auſtin. the 


| _ uit il. log1 ue) : ; Bos - 
abefaltoeccl cicte ma of Bellar. ſide in thisqueltio _— C— 
CAtnOICE 1 


| widici s 
L T6 460t,1,lb,1,6,0,1,8% ſemichrlRiz,l,T6.2 Lud lagar,& hevet, 


Of the lavofullinzs of Atari we . Pas-77. 
made Bapt cot, 


the ſame logique. For ® he taught cxpreflely that himſclt; yea Ba m5 et 
any byſhop eve $,Ciprza, yea provin«ial Conc, roo,thould yeeld z18 the years 
8 i661, cajctan 


to th2 authority Ot a general Con. And the 6 generalCodg. grair bcing dead « 


red liberty of mariage after divorcmet,as hath bene declared : zoyears before 
Sixens ſentſts 


wherforc if Caretz mult be thought nootherwiſe mynded then $&87a tw. 4 
Papiſts are, becauſe that church whoſe jindgmet hedid ſubmirr n 1nMar. 16, 
. himſclfto,defined fo at Tret 2a good while after his dearh : $. 32Xvjous. 
eAitm muſt be thought no otherwiſe minded the we arc, be- ponerem: 
cauſc our aſſertio was cohirmed likewiſe by a General Coacell, bar when o 


whereto hee would have yeelded.Chicfly ith of liklyhood hee 4 ticrcccth- 


aſticori, iqiv” 


would have more caſily yeelded therato, the Careran to his chur q;x; ac 
ches becauſe , Cazera ſheweth hee was ſtiffe in holding faſt his o prefar c6en 


owne opinio,z whe tor feare of Church-me he durſt not ſay all 4 TIES 


thathethought;& in this very point,though ,ſubmirrig hiſelf p In Math 19 
to the Sce of Rome as wel as to the church,phe eludeth decrees 25% dfponſer 


of qpopes that make again(t him,ſo r.ſolure he was in ir.Sr. Au m—_— 


ftmcorrariwiſe vſed very modeſtly & willingly to retract things yoris. 

that he had writte,eve whe ſhe lighted on oughtin an heretjke * Epiſty ad 
that ſeemed better & truer, & this point he thought « ſo darke OED 
intheScripturs,& hard to bediſcerned,thar his opinio was not *&ciR lib,z 
hard to be removed;if he had ſeeſtroger reaſon broghr againſt ex -— hg 
1t,or greater authority, Now if S. A:ſtmcome over to our ſide ptib.cap.rg, 
by that quirck of Bellar.': a band of Bella. wittneſſes is like to oP 
comewith him:namly the coficel of Melevis & Aﬀrique,vwhich op hn 
he was preſet at,& ſwaicd much with:perhaps Promaſins allo {x carthag, ſear. 
were he «Auſtin: ſcholar)8& Bede with a niber of Candiſts, and $7,@c.us; 


ſchooleme, who folowed moſt S.,Laiftm, But Bellarmin will ne _— eccl, 


ver reſigne all theſe vnto vs,to gaine the other threefro vs, For rs 
(74s our Bee-hive faith ) Hen. lrve not by loſſes, He muſt ſuffer the Beehive, © 
therefore Eraſmus,8& (aetan,&Catharinus ſpecially,who(befide e924 
the = placerhat Bellzr.hath quoted)doth ayouchthe matter in « annotia co 
a treatiſe written purpoſely thercof, more throughly 8& exaRt- = <:jcraa, 
ly then Eraſmus orCaztar;Bellarmin. 1 (ay muſt ſuffer them to | catharinus, 


be counted of that minde which they were of, while theſclyes ———_. 
lived ; notcavill as if they yeare 552, 


were of that which peradyenrure ixcvs (en 

thy would have bene+ had they not dicd beforethe Councell Þib. 4.Eraſm, 

of Irettaughrſo.Vnletle he thinke( which he may by as good 1936 ec 
eC. 


realo that whycas they were deceaſed above x. yearesyert 
TT Lz of Treae 


—_— —_—_ 
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 "Pag.56, | Upon, nkewfull Druyorce. 


Trent madethat new canon, wee ought to count them alive all 

that white, becauſe they did ſabmitt thim-ſelyes to Phyſiriag 

FEA and would have lived perhaps tillthen, had arte bene able ty 
I'b.c amt cure diſſcaſes. How much moreagreablye to ſingelnes & truth 
bEpic wo doe a Sixtus, y Covarravias, and c Domenus Soto acknowledge 
decretal coy ( the two former touching Carhrmus the laſt tor Eraſmus , all 


+ 6B concerning Cazetaz..) that in this queſtion of marriage agayne 
tent dift. 36, after divorcement for adulterie,thzir doctrine 15 the ſame with 


art «. 5 . - 
4 DIE thoſe auncient Fathers wham our yong:r teachers of rhe re- 


tion 1b z, formed Churches follow, And thus 1t I ſhouldeter into the 
©. a2 ©2* compariſon of Divines on both ſides : firſt, for thenumberie 
f.Epitaph Fa- iS more then likely, that wee prevayle much. For all whom Bel 
vibl.erepilt [255mm andthe Pamphletter after him doc muſter out of the 
' can.17. Welt, I meane who they claime juſtly,not who either ay againſt 
; Epift 564 them as 4T ertwlliary, , or not with them as e Scotws, all there 
Exuper can 6 fore whom they multer ſo out of the Welt,arc * 7eromy theCon 


5 progy cels of g Milevis and b Afrique i fymocentues the firlt * eAuſtny , 


bono cenjug, | Primaſuns, ws {ſrodore, n'Be 5 the Councel of © Friouli and P 
A + "gag Nantes, % Avſelme,* Pope Alexander the third '7mnocentius the 
m. Dedirin third, *T homas, Bonaventure. Durand;and other Schole-men , 


oftic l:b-2, Pope Eugems with his Florentines &x the Councel of Tre nt. 


pF; HR which though 7 Gratian,, Lowbar dand whomſocver he might 
?%.n.to, bill,vere added to them yer ours out of the welt alone pchaps 


p.Can1s, would match them, Wharif the North, the South, whence 
I 42 Mb Bellarmin. hath none ? what if the Eaſt, whence hee hathtwo 
r.cecpartdeſor three at the moſt for hunderds of ours bee toyned thereyn- 
pon," to? Then for Qualitic* Came the worde of God out from. 
C can gaude- you ? ſaith Paule to the Corinthians; Or (amet to you mely?Mea 
| ue4e9 ring that they oughtto reverence the iudgemet of other Chri 
[ - 2 > mans {tan Churches being more then they were : but of thoſe cheit- 
CT ns ly and firſt ( as hee placerh ener oo whothe Goſpell came 
Armeniora. firſt, Now Þ theGoſpell came firſtout of the Eaſt : whoſe c6- + 
- (eſs. 24.ca2. nt wee have in amanner generally. and as wee have the firſt 
y,,2 q97. ſed j Countrie,ſo intyme the auncienteft & eldeſt : our two firite 


Ws lib, 4, Councels ins Spayne, and in Fraunce elderan hundred yeares 


dit 3). _thentheirtwoinAfricque , our next farre elder yerthen their 
GG +. next; andſovnto the laſt ; yea, for ſeveral Fathers , auncier on 


luc *+.7. a. both fides,ther are more with vs in the fourc or five or ſixe for- 


1.8 andthe 
whole ftorie moite 


3.At Eliberis (he we Ciryc that now is called Granade, or near there TRts 


PA 37. : 

Ofloundnes in do Yini® 3% 
.e,of conſent, it is hard | 
hether excelleth Other $2 6.what? our 


: q Sationr af 
kenes, a ſpeciall ornamet of eyed. »ho 


her,and ours ſurpaſſcour 2q- by hs worde 


, though Bellarmin. ellidEara, | 
wherby ſome of ours Led 
1s impeached:lct him | 

hour partiallitie, and 


being more (kilfall in T wlli 
againe that ſome ofthe $- 


ch G4. 
-though not moreſkil- us © *f urs, 
. s s. Cap.1, 
-maiſter ,, the Maiſter of >, Articulis 
theſentences is charged by themſelves with above a ſcore of er '* 44ibus 


eto. thinketh thar both the 
divorced partiesare free to marrie, Acmrus that the Inoces One 2 cum ſecad 
ly; wee tell him againe that nej ther doth 


, thought 

Innocents checketh 

a MECree of eLkex rived the Innocegr partie of his 
L 3 


r!ght 


| ox me, 


a: Pap.>7. UporL alavſull Droerce. 
rum c diſcet. Fight, becavſe the offendour had ſinned thus,or thus:& ec» 
pop n , ander, whether in this decree I knowe nor(for itis razcd out of 
36 Q , . 
the p Decrerals )but in other extant overthwarteth himſelf, 2s 
qTeuul chro his wordsalcaged on both parties, for Bellarmin. & for vs,aoc 
enccon ol reftefie.. So Bellaymins obic&ons of humaine infirmitics and 
et.&c, wants notwirhſtanding,they which are of our ſide excclin eſti 
mation thoſe which are of his, for diverſe circumſtaunces and 
xmah19.7. reſpects. And( the moſt important reſpea of all others )che 
ground whereypongours doe buyld rheir dodtrine,is the plaine 
Cins.ſene, Evidence &expreſle teſtimony ot our Saviour *(hriſt,excepting 
diit,z.quaft,1, whoredo namely out of the cauſes for which hedenieth a!\man 


Art.5, $rd— - : 
eEpid.3.a4 13 Put away his wife & marric another. Contrariewite the 
Kxupercan,s, ground that our adycrfari:s buyld on is their owne coceit, not 


able to ſtand without violent wreſting,ſuppreſling,or corrupt 

we gaudem- ing of (briſts exception the proofe whereotis ſcene in three the 
Divortijs. molt peremtorie men for this matrer,and beſt accounted of a- 

we Flv Zeque mong them, /mnocentms the firſt,the third, & T howas of Aquin. * - 

orcm fam 'T hom: in that he anſwereth that {br1ſts exception pertaineth 

yew * tothe putting away of the wife, & not to the marring of a110- 

ther,al{o Imnecentms the firſt, in that he omitteth the exception 

| quire,& citerh {bits words thus :Whoſoputteth aWay his wife for 

| whoredoms, C> marrith another doth common adulterie* fnnocentues the 

 8Nifieime third,in thar hedepraveth &altereth the excepnion, aftirming 

or m8. reade Far (Chriſt faith 7 whoſoever putterh aWvay bis wife for Whordom_,h 

ir, marrieth another, doth commnt adulterie : whoſoever puttetb avyaye his 

wife for Whoredomy, A notable corruption by {craping our of 

the ſentence 8 the exceptive particle having rhe force of a nega 

tive,to change for this point into an affirmative : & ſo caſily to 

be corropted by the rext of the Scripture it ſelf,that I doubred 

whether it were not the Printers or bookewriters errour,vntyll 

I perceived that all the printed copics,which I could gett the 

fight of,did agree ther-in ; even the newe one to0 of Gregorye 

the thirtenth conferred with all the written copies in the Popes 

liberarie, beſide many orher,& corrected by them, But of ſuch 

buyldings ſuch muſt be the groundworkes,or equall vnto ſuch 

intorce; An vntruth will never cleave vnto the truth by other 

kinde of morter. in probabillity thereforeit is to bee preſum- 


cd chat not oaely the gregtcr parte ofthe fathers but the Hctter 


allo, 


Of rhe lavoftdlines of 2H arriage P4979. 
alſo , and they whoſe groundes are ſurer doe maintayne our 
dodrine, So the weapon which Bellarmin, draweth outof 
their ſheath againſt vs, doth bend backe and rturne the poynt 
againſt himſelf : and the wound it may geve, it can not pearce 
ſo dcepe as x that which is ſharper then, auy (vo pi rt , bur 
the wound it may geve, it gevcth ro hisowne cauſe, Howbeir 
ifaty (ball conceive otherwiſe hereoffor the number & quality 
of the wirneſſes,as ſome peradventure will & may by reaſon of 
broken conieures, which the variety of circumſtances yeel 
deth, yer no man will ( Itruſt ) ſure no manof modeſtye and 
ſcnſe can denie,butthe mayne and principall poynt I hadd to 
thewe,namely that tbe Fathers conſent not ell in... one for the Papitts 
dottrine,is ſhewed to their ſhae, whole face & coſciece ſerved the 
to avouch the c6trary. Whertore (ith our adverſaries doe grair 
chat the Fathers have not {tregrh enough toprovea pointin 

queſtis vnleſſe they all c6ſent abour ir: Bellar,with hisP3- 
phletter muſt coſcquetly graitt, that their an Trex 
aſſertio in this point cannot be proved byFathers 
* Ando theſec6d ſtafte which they have fra 
med theſclyes ro leane vps,is like to 
that broke ſtaff of reed, Egipr,wher- 
vpo(faith the ſcripture)ef 
4 mar. leane , t wil goe 
mto his hand (5: 
prarce it, 
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THE FOURTH CH APT ER. 


96AS. ING HI rn oe re et 


T he Conceits of Reaſon, urged laſt aganit vs, are overſights pro- 
ceedng from, es not from. light , er Reafon.it Fr kl 
the Miih of Popiſh probabilties , geveth cleare T eſt immony with the 
truth of Chriſt, 


5 5 Hethird and laſt obicion , wherevppon 
—x the I-ſuit andhis (chollarſtand,is ; conceir 
==, Of reaſon : devided into five braunches as 
BY IL eg it were , or Rivercts iſſuing fro one ſpring. 
<<? P=g-- [h<warcr whereof how vynlike it istoathe 
E; ALY watcr of Sdoch, & favoring of that puddle 
S> $3 7 of which thc Romi DepurticGalo did draw 
CRT) EY when having yndertaken ro doeb accord- 
- 7 SP . Ingrorcaſon© he ſpake prophanely of Reli 
d, ve.i7, gion, & ſuffered oneto bee wroyfully yexed for regarding it, 
as if to doe Tuſtice inthat caſe were againſt reaſon , I leave 1t to 

bee iudged and conſidered by them who (a ye that © our reaſ- 

22> 1%  onis naturally darke,and *leaderh her wiſemen into ſortiſh fol 
.-** lies, neither can diſcerne the things which are of Godrill ir bee 
g.1cor.2,14. lightened by his ſpirit. For although the Papiſts hayeſome 
Peaſe of light & {ce more then theb Heathes, asithe Phariſes 

hay <, Td x whoſe wordes (I am afraied) they will vic likewiſe : are 
w.  weealſoblinde? yetas 1the Phariſes were overſeene fowlly in ma 
of their argumets grounded vyponreaſon,ſo the Papiſts may 


1, Arga men- 


tum a ratione 


my 
— 


— 


E 
AX 


- 


I4. 


Mas 


k verſ.40, 
oy roy, 
$54, ”_ Andthat they notonely may be overſcene, bur are in the 
reaſons which their puddle-warer hath yelded vnro Beflarwins 
ciſternes in this poynt : the bees ofreals lighreed fr above 
ſhall ope& deſcric; ler ſuch as loye not darknes more then light 


m Ephe.$.32 re Faithfull 55 a ſirge of (briſts conmmtion., With the Church , as St. 
m Paule teacheth. But that Commwnttony is mdiſſoluble, and cannot 

bee looſed, T h: band of Marriage is threfore indiſſoluble tov. As if a 

rebell ſhould ſay. T he woyning of the Flead with the Body in. man. 

s.Epbe, 4 15 7eſenebleth the Coniiiftion of Chrift With the Church as St: Paul _— 
' ' f et , 


bee in - For hee reaſon:th firſt thus : The e Marriage of 


Of the lavefullnes of 1 arriage Tap #0 

.cth. Bur Chriſt & the Church can never bee parted, there fore the hea1 | 

e never bee cut from, the bodye, A happye cocluſion torTrayrors , | 

if it were true. Butifir be faulſe where then is Bellarmygns reaſons 

which will take the greatcr overthrow by this becault looke » © Yon 

how Chriſt is the head of the Church, ſemblably the huſband is p ma,28.29 

"rhe wives hcad. So thatnotwithſtanding the ſimilytude of(Þriſts 4 19h. 4 16, 

*head-ſhip, the ioynt Whereby a trayrorous head 15 knit vnto his ae dÞs lon 
bodye may feele the axc of Iuttice, as BeZ,will pratr ; the marri- 341 Ephet- 


| 8,1.10b.2, 
age band har coupleth a man ro an adulterous wite may be loo & $9.6q 14, 


ſcd by che like reaſo,notwithltZding marriage is a ſigne ofChreſts %5-.9 | 

coiun&io with the Church, Anditthis ſuftice notro make him , | 

acknowl-dg the looſnes & fondnes of his ſophittical ffllogiſme, ms uim-facs 

ict him obſcrve farder rhat the ſeperario6 which theſclves allowe Garde jurc 

in caſ: of adultery is condened by it. For (iſt dot ctinne with Trideas, * 

this Church e alway,& cheriſherh ker , for ever with his ſpirit of * | 

cotort,& he 1s to fore frodiſpoyling her of her owne wealth , if *< Pleraque | 

ſhee had any,that of* his gitts & graces ſtill he leaveth with her. incervaent 6rf 

Now the "papiits reach that a man may lawfully withdraw him '*«= 

ſl fro ever dwelling with bis wife, & fro yeelding huſband-like 

love & duty to her, yea* may ſtil with-hould her owne dowry tro 

hcr,ifſhee be an adultereſle* Which' doctrine how could: Zell, x demanm, 

cleanſe fro ſtayn of crrour,if ſomewhorc of Rome ſhould touch #<3,Cap +> 

it with this reaſo.T be mar74age of rbef.athfil is a figne of Chtiſtscaine.? a: 

ator with the (Turchb,as Pal ® reacheth ? but (hrift doth ſtd aſſift 

releve,g)- enrich the (himrch with his graces : thertforemuſt the huſbad 

awe jtil with his wite && finde ber manitcyace & wealth Would *le 

ſay the C. of Tr.nt accurſeth al who make fuch Icſuirical ſylogiſ 

mes & ſophyſmes againſt their ſacred cano. Certainly the hare. 

lots 2%" mult be good rnleferhe Icfuits be naught. But he Z0 

eth onward,& addcth that albex ſome partes of the Church , ro weerte, 

fome fauthful folke doe comu ſprrutual Whords wow G& then make a 6 ; ſcrper, | 

Vorcemet yet it 15 not Lefull for them. to chaee ther God.\Vhar a ſpech * Fours, | 

is this? As who ſay, our Saviour could deſerve arvur hands that i rs Mo | 

we ſhould forſake him,& g rourſclves anewe bridgros. Afeuher | 

deth God caſt thi ſo 4vry({auth Bell) .char he Walnot berceociled pay, he 

doth exhart torecacilemet 3 ſtill;Sull? Towhom then * {ware hegchey - © | 

uld not enter into his reft? what a were they whoſe carkeiſes ell tn + | 

| 
| 


"Y Epheſ.5.34 | 


the wildernecs ? whencecame the man of God b who willed the 
M that 


6 
l 


—_ 
- 
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Pas 4. Upon. 4 {tvfull Divorce 


thit comitidolatry to be ſlayne? where lived the c Propher who 
| fates T hou diſtroyeſt all the that oe a whorme fro thee: The Iiraclites 
| whoGod did ſhut out of thepromiſcd land,ot who he rooke ma 
tx-m 3.t9, 2Y thouſads away by ſudry plagues,to who 4 the lawe ſpeaketh 
as being vnd-r the law,did they not profeſle that faith & vie thoſe 

_ Sacram.which al that doe aretaichful folk & partes of the church 

Tom LOX, ie Bell.phraſe & meaning?I graft that FGod offercth to be rec6 
4 io: »©2'* ciled fomtymes to ſuch ottenders, & waiteth in mercie long for 


a Hoſea, 2-2. their amedemenr. which if it be a pattern for ys to follow herein, 


Pol,” 27, 


L en : 
j.2.5am,3.47, I ſay,itit be,for God gave tyme of repttanceto, Toab a will-full 


"Gen 9 6, Murdercr,who the "magiſtrate ſhould have puttodeathi preſcr- 
Ex0.21.14.1, 1y : God gave tyme0Oti repenticeto * idolatrous wives of the Ic- 
Wes #3. -  wes,whom | their huſbands ought not to have ſparcd bo : jt there- 
« lec. 44. fore Gods aftio herin be ſet downe for our imitatio,the mi thar 
7 © canconteyne,& be without a wife, as God without our ſervice , 
©. ©, mayelikewiſe inmercie waite for hcrrepentance,& when he per- 
_ »ceyvethitto be vnfayned,take her againe to be his wie. But he 
0 can nor,or will not render ſuch Lindnes for ſuch vnkindnes 
& wickednes,may in iultice alſo put her ſo away that no placeor 
: hope of reconcilemer be left her,as Be#.owne reaſon in this fimi- 
Iitude teacheth. For Godis nor bound to give ynto prophane 
 diſpiſcrs of his grace 8 breakers of his covenarplace of repentace 
& reconciliatio : Nay he may id juſtice abſolutely denye it them, 
n Gene.4.tt & oftentymes doth as the examples of ® Cam,ot® Ear, of 9 Co- 
Þ Heb 12.1”- yah, Dathar & eAbwam,ot e Timri.of , + Acan,,of . eAnanas & 
» Num.11.27 * bw! bs : . 
Num: 25,6, Saphira, Of rinfinit other, that haue cithcr preſctly dyed in their 
16f-7,.2, ſinnes,or had {cntence of death pronounced irreyocably againſt 
FAQS. 4, FFRt the F ; KA" 
:£x14.32,2% the,docargue.wherctore whenBell.cocludeth this realo wit ay 
Num iL1.;nothatsS.* Alm vrgeth it greatly in his booke of, the G 
[4.29 etl7.h ©... o ' k ; 
14.er.a1.6, marriage: hedealcth as Cookes do in larding leane 'meate to give 
7" 175M -z. that a reliſh, which ofit ſelfwould be ynſayoury. Thougheven for 
jug eap.7.15, the lard too pzrhapsit agrecth not half ſo. wel herewith, as this 
18.44 Iraliicook would have vs thinke it doth. For why did'inotS.eA# 


| Be adutter, {#7 vrge the ſame likewile in his » bookes of adutterous martia- 


conjag ad $5 writte* aftcrward & purpoſcly maint2ining thisPointagainſt 


_— i. Polrws who gainſaicd him initwas it becauſe he ſaw that hohad 


lib,z cap, 2+. yrgod Itmoretho it would bcare wel?or thathe perceivediit would 
7s not hquld againſt an adverſaric:though-withour an adverfairye 
" werz 2 pretic alluſion ? Ar Icalt whatfocycr men dieme of t 


ſay- 
a of 


lard ; 


RT TT 


{| 


ENEERT NEED 
Of the livefulves of HM amriage. Pap #2. 
lard,the meat is naught queſtiSles:8& ſuch that though the cook | 
be contet to eate the dric{t morſel of it, yet muſt henedes graunc 
that it hath not taſt,not as much as 7 the white of an egg hath. 7.19566. | 
For* himſelf faith thar marriage betokeneth & ſignifieth ( briits ».1b.2:cap.zt 
coniiiQtion with the faithful ſoule, a5 *T homas & » the Pope teach. {gn 90% 
But (hritts comunttio with the faithful ſoule is not ndifoluble, as ham GE Se] 
ſelf alſo-ſaith:the bid of marriage therfore(by his owne coſeque qyrmmge.®s 
ce)may be diſſolved& looſed. And rhus farr of his firſt ſophiſme, debitum. ex- 
The next is that iforher marriage were lawful,q the of-fpring ſhould erg ae 
be nueried: for the childre borne "_ faith he )ſh9uld be evill provided 4.1njuris af 
for ,who ſhould bean to have a ſtepfatber v1 jteed of afather,a ſtepmother nl 
mm ſteed of a mother .where hence the concluſio ſecretly inferred,ro | 
wecte that"sther marriage therfore us 1:01 layful would very wel folow 
if his formoſt groad & propoſitio were true, that the chulare ſhould 
be mureed therby.For it is noe lawful to deale inturiouſly with any 
he © that doth Wrong ſhalrecerve for it .But how proveth Bel. thar they e-Col. 3.25. 
ſhould be iniuri. d ? His reaſon enſueth for they ſhould be evill proi- 
dedfor.what ? thercfore iniured ? Is God vniuſt then,who by rak 
ing men out of this preſent life, dorh leave their wives widowes;& 
their children tatherlefſe;both often deſtitute of help ? God forbid 
(Gaith 4 the Apoſtle) els how ſhallGod indg the World ? But the child- 
re (hold be endamaged therby ; & that perhaps will Bell.fay was 
his me#$5. well .They ſhould beendamaged & evil provided for. 
Why *' Becauſe they ſhould have a ſtepfather m ſteed of a father or ſtepmo 
ther wn ſteed of 4 mother. Then belike © the braiiches cut of the Oltotree e.nom.tt 24 
which was wild by nature > graffed citrary to nature tn aright Olrye- 
tree,are evill provided for & endamaged byir. For as when a gar- 
diner aſked why the hearbs which he ſet or ſowed doe grow and 
ſhoot yp lowly, where weeds which the earth brought forth of 
her owne accordencreaſed apace, fe. Aſop ſaid that it was becauſe f,Mar Fla. 
the earth is the weeds mother , & the herbs ſtep-morher : ſo the _ Cd 
wild Olive tree was the mother that brought forth thoſe braiich 
es : the right Olive tree whereinto they were graffed, is their ſtep 
mother.S.Paul, x who thonghtir better for vs of the Gentiles ro g Rom-11..5 
be graffed ſo,thero continue as we were Þ the children of Wrath by POO hs. 
nature : declareth thati a Chriſta whole wite being an infidel,axw ;i.; cg, 
wmbeleclever, forſaketh him,is free ro marrie another. Which(cofi- vert. 
dering that he had an ey tokthe holy ſeede,their offpring ao) whar x, vecltg, 
M 2 letreth 


d Rom 3.6, 


ti . Oo 


Upror a I fret DUruerce. 


Pap ts; . (g: is p.rſuaſion,r hat the chidren 
Bud him to have done wi:h.this t by a belecuing ſtcp- moth 2 
| Ephe(.6, 4. (hould receive moi. good & bone bricſſe 1 his care of having 
p Ties? <a then by an vnbcleeving mother, e3ly tu $0 m godly mothers doe. 
\Þ 5 King, 8, ther bepophe vp in godlynes,a on S is a great argum@t he was 
| Gieorr, i Rieder very much,& n vngodly Wu py ve hk that ® 2dulter ous 
'rogs c-nd. of this minde.And the ſonnc ot Carzlrr {ſc the more ealily rhe lik- 
it toga cand, Of © dered to compatlc pn roofes 
aro, cans, Vrerch yp hisfarher mur aftcr, hath left ſuthcient proofe 
Jat 1,54 {ult. , ofa woman whom he luſted 1 kedto for things of this 
trams wh ſome havig fathers arc no pribR if in ſtced therofthey 
| Nequefemi 1; neither, then they ſhould of wa verificth the ſame in me 
ay Cert had ſte pfathers. Whcerfore C jr In, Yau made ſhipwracke of their 
| aila 4 y - 
joctie Corn. hich 5 in weemen,that whet " wickednes : the argumet = | 
acttusanual chaſtity, they will not ſticke at "wy toviicaor becante inflecd. 
Þ.quarto childs Acta be « ndmaged & ey Li ſhould have ſtepfathers, 
(Aculierors. ofadulrcrous fathers Or EOnery, an provided for by Zell.thow,, 
--— agg ſtepmorhers,chalt,8 + op rowce rk & proved that on anne | 
p O1e1t WETEe BOOU, . ?T he « 
1 wy ES CES os 6p reach not Lny 
- - " a, | - 7107 - S_ + 
 Dicdor Sic _— be endamagced by aothey PA w forſaken by his wite be 
al. Copitot ſ ? for by this reaſon a belecying it he had childre by the for 
(Mt. Avon ator bla may not t2ke a of , childre may awfully vcr 
bilo, angan te or huſbid having any h. Andi gecde 
mer.Nay no wite Or hulba aftcr the others dearh. —_ men 
Lic farnand, by a law thats Charonda n eAntonim:s,an 
uit lervand, by a lav c hed.And e Marcus 
| who did o-were: puni | 


to his 
-edd a ſtep-mother 
$ > was loath to wedd 1d S, f Terom.. 
ecumſecid.  \r of Rome, becauſe de kepta concubine. And THCI LE 
cor.7-9. © ſpeaking as pentoranyrrs: wi 2 owe from it oo : va ha In 
oof aſtepfather diſiu man 15 ar ]1verty 4; 
ne, lib, 4, CENAtIO Of Alt Fi ſcripture that rhe om xftcr the mans: 
11.39%  holdagrecably tO » {crip! is death,rbe won: nbele 
janto extra inthe Lord after the er by of them being an infidel & » rs 
; dix ortis, ry ton iſs ry:ne a renner of 45. And Bell. ANINES 7 as 
a ther being a on ro hold them.be hs 
The later . ycr +5 KOI bothrtheſ Poymesln boo: by {tep-rcaſon Sr gp. 
pP 2, that t cy well ro acknowlc Q £0Ls 238 x ſavoureth 
he former , Ore pe Well LOACKNOWH nd goctrine , : 
peg net ya are both rheſe poynts Roy 20ainſt vs,then for the, Ca. 
; num»  oppugnett her makerh more for hin WI rewith fiermy con 
ee heretic, Nenher ma! /Nboliqne Parner s VV 0% teflc: 
| . nt the © AN 
| thazilts agal 


__ 
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Of the ſa Wfallnes of e IM ariage Pap #4 


. . . a x 1 
feſNle too that he hath 27 mg wat in affirming thus to be his CI C. 
r:aſ0:& avouching him to ſay,that the Father ought to pards the Mo 7 Dimbda uns: 
thers fault for the « bulrens [cke. For S.* eAmbreſe blaming the man, pls joarp a : 
who 7 putcth away his wiie without cryme,% marricth another, 


an adultereſſe by to marrying;miſlyketh that the children ſhould 8 culpam 
0? w hich heſet. } 
have ſuch a ſtepmother having ſuch a mother ynder whom they «<1 ao wodif 


might be. Andif the mother, being put away fo , rooke anothcr GO — 
huſbad,whoin this caſe were an adblterer : S. eAmbroſe witheth 7, meane 29- 


the childre to be vnder their father, not vnder ſucha ſtep-tarher, ne! 4 oo 


And if the Father caſting out his wileſozcaſt out his childrewith tences*juct: as 
her : S. Ambreſe faith the childrenſhou!d ratherpurchaſe pardo bencB wives 
for $ their mothers faultarthcir fathers hands, then bee calt our ——_— 
for her ſake. Wherm he doth no more ſaye that the father. ought 8b gverbyjt- 
to pardonthe mothers adultery ſor the chidrens ſake;rhen Abra yes noted ty3 
ham. (aid that God oughrto forgive the Sodomites abhominatio Ambrole be- 
tor * Lors ſake,when he ſazd that dthe wicked ſhould rather be ſpa woos 
red for the rightcous,thErhe®© righteous ſhould be deftroicd with 95 4berwller 
'» F gf a;cetemenda * 
the wicked. But here peradverure the Paphlctter wil reply that al ;© mores and * 
though Bel/.author & argument(as himlclf obſerved, who there by antquity 
vpon cut Zell.horter)prove not his intent;to weete that anothcr xe.b Qui nd Fil 
marriage is vnlawful : yet they prove ſuch marriage to be incon- !iigat cateb, "Ih 
venient inreſpect of the childcren,to whom there riſeth hurtand : Gea:19. 29, * 
diſcomodity by ir. For anſwer whervnto & to thelike reaſ0s dra CESLAT, 
wen by him & Bell, from other inconveniences, ſeycn things are vori.24 - 
to be norcd.: al ſuch as our adverſaries themſelyes muſt needes £: verl.23 
yceld to,& yeelding therevnto ſhall ſer on fire their owne chaffe. ** 
The firſt that the man whoſe wife is an adulrerefſe:may putt her 
abſolutly away,for al hislifryme : nor is cyer bofid toler her dwel 
with him againe, noe not though ſhe repent. Which point being 
plainly implied in our *faviours anſwer to the Phariſes,e Bel.avou q,atar 19, 9, 
cheth & maintaineth thece : agreably ro the dorin of his chict. < De Meirim, Yi} 
ef guids rhe fPopes & 8T hewas of Aquine. The ſecond thatif the #67 pgldt* * 
woman continue in hcr wickednes, without repentance & ame- 9ito.32.9 i, | 
dement,the manis by duty bound toput her away... Harhew Home nu, 
reporteth,of the bletſed virgin,that when. þ+ was found to be yith verl conjugat; > 
chuld of the holy Ghoſt, before her kuſband Poſeph &- ſhe came together, pap 1g 
e/ »ſeph bers a inf} man. n0t Willing :0 LIZ her a publicke exaample , $38.4 Sent, 
6 7unded topur ber ewar ſecretly. Ot which words Imporung that CN w_ | 
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'Parfs, por Law fill Drverce. 
iComment:. X 


* . < O t 
dwill to doe it ſecr-tly, 1 
mie n to put her away,go00 | ” 
Tapeptartery tftice moved hit h J ſuch a woman as loſ-pb mildeemed - 
2Þ 18 {zemeth to follow,that | noche ape vichour inns wherher 
k-Micron. ia b ecte an adultereſſe,canot p res gr 
gy, oY d i Cornelius fanſenus a learned byſhop 
Bafiland ſhe repent or no. An 


inthe ne. 
cantones Papiſts graunteth herevpon, that it was ſo inthe old Teltame 
can.g.ee 21, © Pp [4 


. th,it ſh:reperſhe may be kept with 
nn hnkag hay pr arr ug oy jr Hor in the new Teſt. ncith 
88 1anecene, Out finne:: pn theCanonifts & Schoolemen doe 
— ib.1,4e cr vnleſſe ſhe repent. Whervnto t nike crane *Fachere ant ofthe 
contempr. rd;expounding a ſentence cited by 
mundi.cep..s ACCO 


adultereſſe, ts a fi vole and 4 
1.Pioverb.18, Proverbs of Salemon.," He ar fag FR _ the Proverbs 
22. ched :4 ſentence found in ne,but added by 
4 Wicked mar; ' frhe Hebrue Fountaine, 
a Conci , # - not e reſſed out Orc thew thar Salomon 
idenr,lefs.+4 albeit XP haps to 
nC-vear © he Sevennie Interpreters , or other, perhap heir Judgment, but 
crudelis Co c Ie endin '2 wite,d1d MmMcaneca chaſt _ AG "be the common 
"7 2dded in he Greeke,& thence tranſlate th for Scripture wich 
Gy on dition called S. /eroms,ſo that ir goc I{av.& » the Can- 
cinij.De & Latin E Canon ; this ſcnrence 1tay, 
em Lalia- goo. by their® Trent Cans iſtinAly againlt whoſoever kep 
ni deadult, £4P1 Fathers that vrge ir yndiltinAly ag 5 2m like forte 25 
robes ire whether repentat or vnrepe ar is 29 School-me 
inij,c,ce. 2 Ee 
7 in fubend _ > Civil) Law £74 9-e97 6 my nk which doe nor 
far noripres * ad of ſuch as ; may kee * 
Jo diſtinguiſh & Expou hot raunting that a man may 
In 4.ſcnt. their lives. Now divorced 
© x 0s Tepent Faaes "ud Eg if thee ar rate Hr hce 
Cie ft IE od often page; AI _ flo ther Ca- 
1 ay pillars of the urc: i 
nd,» no its & (Schoole-me. his reaſon broughtto 
g 5ed non ſz no ilts alcageth & avoucheth it, meant _—_ Space. 
Pet poeninen OCR arguerh) thar a myurags, Sears, f” they liſt, vn- 
tja ona cft, . ' Pap1 can m rt this pre 
« princ) a, hich wrmiagys HH faith their Care a : P h 
i jo ut: lefſe » Srap J rs the Catalogue of hoon ary Fre TY > 2 
x prefare Gree ſer may add in the Apoſtelstyme by SP taticient Fa 
camama ng of H af 0 BAITS wad: Au roo by many AD os, AS 
cxealum, 4 0nely we Bd OrigerneAthan as ary the directio 
- he Cc ON erm 8 3 3 x CO | 
5 aces es Jen the chicteſt parr of the a _ = the ninth, ſetting 
Reade foref _ and ratified by the authority of Pope ” 


ard our 
| | that Peter Lomb 
a? © downe theyerie ſamcout of a7 Counce of 
9, 


— 


Of the lavefulnes of EMarriage, Pas ts. 
of Hermes : the Papiſts though they will not(I trow) be of Srapte- ; 1.6, qui 


tons minde for' Hermes booke, yet may think 1t likely thattheCou appellawrys- | 


015 ,Ap9- 


cel & Pope approved his meaning in this point.Chictiy fith *7# c,,,yu;} a2, | 


ewnitar_the touct of the Canoniits having noted on it that one 25 c- canGa 


. ' W Romana Bil, | 
offending often muſt not be pardoned, becaule ſmnes vrpiaſhed det 7.9, i conn | 


becom. examples,cixeth an excelent proote S& light therot 2 lawe of ' b.1.cop, 
. worthyEmperors, Valetmanns,T heodoſus > Arcadins:® who gray z in «fi vis 
ring a general! pardon for {malcr rreſpaſſesexrended it to none? K1ens6e 
comitted olrner the oncezaccotning ſuch vuworthy of their Prin a L 3'c.de e 


cilic tayour, as grew by their tormer torgiveneſle to a cultome Piicop audicr 
O 2 Kemiſlior & 


ot ſinningrather then to amendement. But whether the Papiſts yeviz crimi. | 
will iudge thoſe (hbritzan Emperonrs to have bene to firickt, & fate 22 i limet | 


- commiſſ 


that adulteric deſcrveth pardon oftencr thelefler faults with the, non vabeane, hd! 


or whether they thinke it ſufficient to pardon once ſo great a *Ho1.2,9. 
- c.Authens, 


crime,which the Emperonrs excepted by name out of their pardon, utliceat marr 


& willed it to be punitſhedeven the tirit tyme : the Papsſts doe a- © Quia By 


gre that a huſbid mult nor forgive ir to his wite oft. Thefourth colt.t x. 
thing to be noted.is,that the woma being puttaway ſo,doth loſe 5c Ferung 
her dowry roo by law. Which piiſhmetas Þ God hath threatned ua incer vie- 
by his law to men that goe a whoring tro him, though they have #9 e: vaoce, 
not any dowrie of their owne ncithcr,but ot his gitt:{o the: Civil fc.Qupd both 
Law hath iftiied it on adultrous wives, & 4the CanoLaw i loofr 29lviti.zz,q, 


7s 


tymes alſo. The fifth, that ma TREES miltake the e help prepa g in.16 cap. 


red of God, &marry or doe worle : cofideriug that ſome cannot -*<zNeceſſi -* 


: tas illiusiud 
contcine,as Pope f Corgory notcth touching men $S. 8 Ambroſe tOuU wind voy 


—_ wemen,the > Scripture touching both; ſome, though they ,'<2t 7.37. 
could perhaps,yct ſhould hurr their bodies by fickneſſe , if they 1 cor y.3. * 


did,as*phy{1que & & Phyloſophic teach ; ſome though neither | Hippoer de 
chaſtity nor hcalth cnforce rhe to marry,yer needitfor their ſtate jar ibs hep 
of living,as | Dowmicus Soto doth prove by certain poore huſb3d- j-Guten. lb, 
mcn &labourcrs. The fixth, that it a man dic & have no ſonne,his Ng 
inheritace onght to. come to hrs daughter by the = Law of ſoſes Paul Agenery, 


$44 ; - b.1, 
and if hc have no daughter,it ought to come to his brethere;and k la delle: 


it he have no bretheree,to hisFathers brethere,and {5 forth to the gid _ ok 
oble, - 


next kinſman ot his famyie. Vnto which ordinace:the lawes of al eat. quas, 


wel ,ordred ſtates & comon weakes are,though in certainecirci 51 8.4, 
Fauuccs different, yetinſubſtance ſutable. The ſeaverh, that it is &.3r 3 


Arndry wayes imcomodious for achild to be vnlawfully begorre, 19.4 Senr. 


» dilt. 35,arr.2, 
M 4 anCm Nug27, x. 


p, Of the Gre ians.of the ROW and,of 9ur ownegounticandtheredys. 
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| hog hed well (hew thar Bellarmins reaſon corrected by 


4 P2497 F ' Upon. alavwfull Divorce. 
Chy of” and (as we tearrac it) baſchorne «becauſe both the » ignomenie 


| .eift.adRow, thercot is a blemiſh,& that blemilh bredeth baſencs ot courage; 


priviatc de & 4 baſtards are not brought vp ſo well by their parents as law- 


__ <_-r8 full children vſeto be : neither are they priviledged a like;& prea- 


| Ehuſeſtom in {<TTEd tO * place of publique government, or ſBenefit of inheri- 


cpift ad Hebr, rancg, by Lawes divine or humane. And theſe rye + being weig- 
e Pamphletcr 


dit 36.  , | needeth anew correction: & if inconveniences might decide our 


Cone. Pid,c.r, Queſtion which they cannor doe fort wane things are lawfull that 


ds def1ij: ave not expeazent but ifthey might decide it, they would ſwaie with 
; proce vs rather then againſt vs. For in caſe the man, burning with 1e4- 


Alexandro Joufic & rage * which is vſuall in this kinde of inturie or the wo- 
Teitio cap 3. 


L generalicer, Man beeing ( as x adulterefſes commoniye are ) wi-ked , impu- 


 $pariosD.de dent, once naught & alwaics naught, hee will not, or maic not 
D ceurionibus 


C1adg.n1.2.L, KEepe or take her againe, the childre miſhng her,are deſtitute of 


3 = n = «a mother to loo ke to their education. And then it were: better for 


natucalib, hE that their farher rooke a ſecond wite to bring the vp,as7lars 


 lib.1..exc6- thought. Wherein another man might have thelik> ſucceiT: that 


piexy.c,de in- 


; Ccltis wuprijs veg 6 TIER of Macedoia)had,* whoſe tormerwives childre 


wv Prov. 6.35, 


| Jjke — 


£.Cor.6.12. were brought vp-as wel and carctully by their ſt-pmorher asher 


owne children were. Bur if it fall nocout with manyas with him, 

ro£a(icit- and the childrentind more ſharp & hard vſage ar their ſt-pmo- 
m{\cz: E, ” ' . 

* Proverb.s, thers hands,whbo knoweth whether it may not turne to their mo 


| 24.£t.7.11.e: re good, Chicty fith the teader indulgecc of Parers doth , nour- 


32.20 ce te iſh wanton wickedneſſe,in the ſonnes of Els, ®ambitionin «Ads 


 cregulis juris. 44,c trafpreſſionsin who not ? and *moderar ſcvcritye would re 


S ara "hy ſtrayne the ſame?as<© one whoſayde he had.a cruel ftepmorher8& 

ib.t, @ father, fanoth-r who foid like fault with his father & morher, 
_ - Berg both for fearereſtraing theſelves from tricks oſarhrifts did ſhew 
b.1 Kiog.!-*. by their examplzs.Here is a farder help too for the childrens be- 


9 


27% \** nefite,that their father having their mothers whole dowry, beſide 


d Epheſ 5.4. whatſoever the ſecond wite bringeth is able to doe more for the, 


| evirgeW%31\yheras contrarywiſc; if by m-ans he canot live ſing}: & @marr1- 


| 


| 


— ENEIIER 


Hil "= cd, he be conſtrained to keepe the adultereſſe ſtill, or after ſepera- 


[4 - wed, tion to receive her againe:ſhe is lik&yrto 8 geve her owne & her 
did t 


cit 2nual liv. hnſhads goods te her lover,as AderfſallRdid to Sulwis,or though 


vers 7, {he take gifts & rewards of him,to i walt all in riot,as the* whor 

vecl, 6.14.35-cx of Carrilines COfgderacie did, Mogeover a woman that can have 
I”, 

k Satuft cov- AQ 


j ux,cqnil, 


| Of the latufultnes of eXſavrriage Pas 48. 
no'ſonnes, bur daughters onely by her huſband,may kaveſonnes , 
by another man,as 1 Hippocrates ſheweth. Which if the adultereſſe "Tt | 
have by her lover, the Drhters rowhs the inheritance ſhould 
come are defrauded of it, And if ſhe have bur daughr-rs 5p ba, 
ſones by him, the baſtards;preſucd to be lawful childre,detraude | 
the lawtul children of fo much as them ſelves gett. The Cuckow 

* hatcheth her eggs in other birds nefts , & the eggs ſhe findeth of 
theirs,ſhe devowreth,as m eArifot le writeth:or, as ® Plane ſayth, m. de tif, | 
the birds that fitteh abroade vpo her owne Bs & theCuckows, #i! lib "n 


when both their yong are bred vp,liketh the Cuckows bird bet- n Mater hi 
ter then her owne,& {uffercth them to be devoured of him in her 3>.10.c9p 
owne ſight. A tearme in reproch drawne in many languages fro | 
the Cuckows name tonore their zcalamity,or(it they ſufter itwil | 2... 
lingly)dithoneſty,who receive other men intothcir bedds & folt ijieni,Colla- 
er yp their childre,may be a ſufhcierleſs for a father what coforr ine intors, 
& benefit his childre are ro looke for by having ſuch a mother to lib.a,  * 
teede & overſee them. Beſide to omitr ſuſpici6 of baſtardy,where | 
by his children alſo may be diſcouraged& ſtained)himſclte » ſhal j terimen 
be coined a bawd vnto his wife,& muſt(by a Canon of the?C. of adleg.lul de 
Nantes)doe fcaven yeres publique penance,& be ſhue our al that D Queare © 
while from the comunion,yea want the cofort therof even at his p c Z. 
death roo,(by another q Co. if he be of the Cleargie. And how mY 
can h2 chooſe bur live ſtill in feare & anguiih of minde , leaſt ſhee _ © 
add: drackenefſeto thirſt, & murder to adultery:I meaneleatt ſhe : Deur.:9.19 
ſerve him as ſClytemneſtre did eAgamenmer.,as* Livia did Druſus &5*2ec Agt- 
as eH14, «Arden, did her huſband ? orif to avoyd theſe grietes c.Cora. Taiz,” 
of ſhame & daiiger he put herquite away & reſolve never ro come Apnaliins;. 


againe in houſe with her: kemay incurre as greatdaigeror ſhac, Chon in K, | 
or both, nay grearer,on the other fide,by lack of a neceſſary help £49244 «be 

for his living, or by ſtate of body ſubie& to certein ſickneſles or by x.1.Cor.7.9% | 
incotinecie, whether coſuing « & burning him without remedy, 7,",91-5.2o | 
orforcing him 7 to danable remedics of whorsor worſe. Further 27. + 
morc his wite,the adulterous mother,may be the houlder to fin. #T*917-20.13 
ne,8& to returne as the dog to his vowritt, £5 the ſol Waſhed to Wallow b Sucron Ti- 
ng tx, the myer if ſhe know her huſband canot wanta wite,& muſt tes 


have her or none, which perhaps moved that Gerlewoma of Ro anquam re. 
meto be the more licetious, Þ whom her huſbad ford plaing the Zac vurom | 
inceſtuous whore withtheir ſonne — law:4 after that ſhe hagher rags *] 

q | 


P4149. UporLu a lmfull Diverce. 

huſband bound by oth that he would never ſeperate & divorce her 
| tro hin,o to be free to marry another, And why may nor ſhe live 
c00 1n perperual heavineſſe & feare, leaſther huſbad being chayn 
| ed with ſuch neceſliry,fhould ſeeke to get himſelf libery of ma 
| mg by making her away? There was a ccrtaine Spanjard, whole 
Avthens, WIE Aveoutby him for her adultery & eftſoons recocled, was, 
Sed hodie c. WhenThe offended againe, divorced fro him by an Eccleſiaſtical 
a6 leg ru1.de TuJge, ar his ſuite, & thuttinto a monaſtery. The huſbadſaying af 
« Confilior, terward that he loved her,& that he agreed for feare to the divor- 
BY ce r-p%-cemer,deſired that he might berecoculed ro her,& ſhe reſtor..d to 
loxtiagtef, him,according to thee Civill Law *Navarmw(as famous a man for 
£2 Agathola (kit 1-can law,amog the Papitts,as Bel.ſor Diviakey )bcing aſk- 
5. Ex amore &d his indgmit whatſhould be dongheriu,made anſwer,*rhat the 
| 1 "opa ge r-auteh wife divorced in ſuch fort,is not bod ro returne againe auto her 
{jus more. huſb4d,&rhar thc huſbands ſpeech of his affedio muſt not becafi 


Y 
ra ly beleeved, becauſe he may taineit ro the inter to allure her ther 


errara, 


« Chace. by todwell with him, that he may ſlea or rbup her, ; through 


Sad derebus qefire of marrying another wife,after her death.Of which thing 


Tarc lib 6, 


9.E mounoi (faith N4varus) there may ſuſpicio & coicure rile out of the cir 
CY caſtances of her offence;& his ſuite:cheifly in a man of the Span= 
pF, 
EM yea being chalt, thn to bere.onciled to the being adultereſles, 
-L 6-unor, ſpecially after the firlt tyme. Now though Spanya rds cheifly be 


o 


_udgutgs 25.e ther,declareth that 5 not only Sparyards wil aqvcyture to.make 
; 1-9) 4+rheir wives away,itfinding the ynchalt,ch muſt have ſome and 

lakikai would havebetrer, Finally at the wite,not ableto have any childre 
te, 09229; by her huſband, have,ſome by an adultreers{for this may come to 
uros e paures. paſſe alſo)the bretheren,or the next of kinne to thohnſband gal 
is ed” Joo his inheritance: & that which they ought tocmoy 7 Gras 
7 Fils jam the adulterous ſecde will intercepr & purloine.] let paſſe t pub 


;ontuler like hatmes & diſcomoditis which by y ſuch iniquitics of private 
—_ ky >chjo weale, Theſe rhat I have 
perſons were likly. to-accrew to the.couo weale, Thele char I hay 


touchedſuffice to aycrweigh our adverſaries reaſon: drawen fro- 


| incovenicces. Fer-ifTThould ſtand on the childre alone;eve thoke 
|  areacic boxne whom? Bell.expreficly mecancih & nameth : the 


hardarcs - 


Of the lawfulnes of Marriage, PAs.90, 
'hardnes of a ſtepfathcr or ſt:-pmother lighting on them by the 
ſecond marriage,cinor coiterpeile the loffe in edacarts, wealth, 
inheritance, honour, which an :dnlterous par: nt bringeth. Beſide 
that the childrcnto be borne afteward (as Bell.by naming thoſe 
-already borne ſeemeth ro contcfle ) ſhould be evil provided for: 
whole baſcnes of birth & diſ-6modities following it Proceeded 
- froreſtraintof maring again after divorcemet for adultery, Wher 
forc if we put withall 111 our ballice the derrimers & harmes, that 
ow to the father,the mother, the brethre & kinſmeot the tather 
myghr fay to the comon wealcroo: the balace ot our adverſaries 
wilbe tilted vp fo high by the weight of ours,as it it were lighter 
then vanity it ſelfe, ; 
And thus by the way, of weaknes of Zell.third & fourth rea{os 
1 deſcryed & dafited. The third that i rhe 1a77449e wee treat of were 
Li\wfrel,a gapp World be opzrd ro mfinut drvorcemets,yea nrygfid cf onuft, 
The fourth, thatff the wmocet party way marry, the nocent alſo may les 
rhe ſhould game by his ſame C5 many Would ſimuc of purpoſe that thy might 
others.For as one of the wilcft, & belt learned Popes i Pics i Patina de. Þ 
the 2 ſaid,that marriage was taken aWay tro7 reeft's for great cauſe , but cum a Pio, 4 , 
out by to be reſtored to theme, for preater : {O may a judicious & diſcrete 
Paxit ſuppoſing theſe reaſos of Bell.to be fond, fay that marriage 
after devorcemer tor adulteric was raken away frommen vppon 
many & good cofidcrarios : but onght to be reſtored vnto them _ 
again vpon more & berrer. Howbeit I muſt add thrrvnto rhar al 
though his reaſons be cotured ſufficictly with this ſuppoſall,terr 
them be tried alſoby therules of reaſon,&1t wil appeare they are 
a great deale ſofiderin fhew then in deede .Fork the divorcemet E lnnocem wi 
ot an adultcreſſe from her hu{bad is ptſhmer of herfinn:as hag &@ doncrin. 1 
ing with vs isa patſhmer of theeves,of curpurſes, & burning thro {Fi2. vc-dale (Ni 
ngh the care of rogues.So thar Bell.reaſs cocluding the marriage ge aduic.y, (I 
in queſtion to be vnlawful, becauſe a gap would be operedtom- 
finite diyorcemets,is like as if alibernne or vagabond ſhould ſay, 
that it is vlawful for Tadges to do tufticeon rogues, rheeves, & 
cutpurſcs,becauſe there would be openeda gap to infinite _ 
ings,& burnings through thecares. Burſome men(ſayth Bel.) 
would {owe debates, pi.k quarels,devile faulſe accufariosagaintt 
their wives being innocent: & ſo a gap would be opened towrog 
full divorcemers,not to divorcemers onely. What?muſtno often 
N 2 dor,ne 
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Ter.gr. TUror. a lawfull Driverce. 
| 412mg 2+, £0 traytour, no blaſphemer then beput to death becauſe many 
B.A 6.ty, thouſands of1 innocent perſons, yeaw innoctcic it «If, have bcne 
enagtine $0. acculſcd falſely,& utt to death wrogtullic? Or it Be{l.graunt,thar 
ken of in thealthough ſome » {itting ro 1udge according to the law,doe mani- 
--nrortndl 'teſtwrong to guilclefle men againſt law, yct muſt wicked milcre- 
Euſebius,V ic- ants be exequted by the 34a9;trate © who bearcrh not the ſworde 
andothen.” iN vaine : he graunteth it is cavilling capriouſnes & ſophiſtrie ro 
m Mare 26, conclude that me divorced lawtulie may not marry becauſe ſome 
£ 27»2* would therefore be divorced vnlawfully.The greater was his fault 


.AQ.23.4. 
© Rom.13,.+ £0 ſaythat this reaſon is touched by,S.y Jerom:whoſeoverlight he 


. 


cyt; ſhould have done better to acknowledg & freindly to excule it 
q.Livijbb.uz by his haſte in writing; tor ha#te is maduiſed > blinde (as 9 one (aid 
Sacram.cap, WEIL) the by his name to countenance ſo weake a reaſon in it {elf} 
=_—_ {odaungerous 1n cof; quence,which overtroveth all adminiftring 
locum Mare Of Zuftice Eciudgmet. And (ith* himfelt teacheth againſt $. 1 feroms 
1udgmet that a man whoſe wife entiſeth him to hereſic,or to wic 
ked deedes,may be divorced trom her. becauſe although the wo- 
mans chaſtitie ſhould come thereby mro hazard,yetle i: is the pe 
rill & hurt of her adultcricthen of his wickednes or hereſie,& the 
churche provideth rather tor the innocent partic,then forthe no- 
cent: hee might with a litle indifterccie & cquitie of an vnparrial 
eye, have ſcene that the Church ſhould by the ſame reaſon allowe 
the innocent to marric:at.leaſt thar S.lJerems creditt cannot pre- 
wdice vs more inthe one point the him zn the other. True is that 
| (I cannot denie)which hee addeth rrue,moſt true & cerraine,that 

9.Commods the 8 oftcndours ould gaine by their (inne, if they might alſo 
I repce matric,as well as the innocent. They ſhould gainein decde, But 
| razet, as * Daniel ſaid vnto Nabuchodoneſor;zthe dreame be to the that hate 
iDan.$.16, thee - the mmterpretatio theref to thme enemies: In like ſort may I ſay, 


this gaine be to the enemies of God of bis Church, Foradultcrers & 
#.1.Cor.6.rs, adultercſſcs doe gaine.fir{t, diſhoneſty, » defiling their bodies & 
s.Pror.6.26. {oules'with an heynous & dceteſtable crime. Then x hardely ſcape 
— —_ but they gaine beggary too: the man if he be a whormeger, 
walting all comonly as the ? prodigal child did ; the woma loſing 
z;Pcox.6,33. her dowry.Bcſide ® they gaine infamyza gaine of greater value the 


aFeov.28.1. beggary Dy much : for a yood name 15 to be choſen above preat riches, 
falt 


b, Prov. 6.19, : , CP ch 6 
3.Gor.6s. * Lalto ey > gaine the heavie wrath of God, & his iuſt vegeace: 


=3.43.% theyloſthe inherttice of the kingd6 of Heayen,& purchaſe to: 
therlelyes. 


Of the Lavefulbnes of Marriage Tag g2, 

y / - | Qr2: ent 

tO theſclves the chaines of darknes for ever Lucretia amatrone Ofyg,oFaun , 

Romein tyme of pagaiſme,havirg ſuffered violence of Sexriis T ar nee 
qumir,when her huſband being (cnt {or tocome vnto her 5 G10 guid ei 


atke her 7s a/lwell? No quoth the; for What zs well Wark a Wernan, gin ita 


her chaftity bers loſt 2 yer (he it better udgemet might have prevail re 
cd with h:cr, had not loft her chaſtity : ker body being onely de-+7.b.:. 
filed by torce, her mind vudchled. Butnow a Chriſtian mangit yet, 

* a Chrithan; ſurca Ieſuir, the chictc{tin{irucer of the youth oft Ro wine fed oh 
me & of the Komaniſts through al Chriſtend6,Goth mainteyn in 744: Alex- 
print that Zucreria,not ſhe I ſpake of but ſuch 1a Lucretia as the iponta uncu 
a Popes daughter was having loſt not onely chaſtety but allo wea- $91439rin 
Ith,g00d name,Gods farour,cthe promile both of this life & the 7 Fope alex 
life 10 come, yer if being put away from her hulbad ſhe may take 2ndribe, 
another, hath gained by her loſſes, becauſe ſhe may be married to the viges | 
herT arquzs,8 march a gracelcſle whore witha thamleſle beaſt. _ | 

As for the laſt of Bell.poynts of inconvece that many would c6 n,; Sexrns he 
mitt adultery of purpoſe to rhe intent of being ſer free from rheir 79,5e3tasetts 
former wives,they might marry others : it may be ſome would. z gexwu, ra. 
And I have read © of a wom3 that had adeſire to be beaten of her '* oma tact 


.1 Tim. 4s 8 


huſbad:which ſhe fond meansalſo(asſhe was witty)to obtcin,in þ os 
h ſo much that ſhe put it oft in practiſe, till having cruelly beate her <0menrar, 


at length he killed her. The man who of purpole ro get a newe wite —— 


- —_ .Luk,12,47, 
would comitt adultery ,ſhould deſire © more ſirips then that wo- fr ue1%,47 


man meant & * diea death infinitly more grervous then thee did. gleg duodect 


But if ſome as wiſe almoſt as ſhee was ſhould long after {courges: —_ > 
muſt they who deſerve by lawſto be whipped be denyed it, becau- Ine wriapang 
ſea foole deſyred it without defert?The Remaxs hadan aiicients fore. 
law that whoſoever did a man iniuric,ſhould by way of puniſhmetu alngce 
pay him 3 about a ſhilling. There ® was a lewd loſcll, a youthly, 39S; . 

harcbraynd Ruffan,who having wealth atwill & taking a deligh tthinke to] No 
in geving honeft me boxes on the cares, would walke yp & down $(Þit{ pate | 
with a purſe full of ſhillings, which his {lave attending on him did wany haJf " 
carrie & geving one a boxe would bidd his Jaye geve him a ſhel- Ker hne _. 
ling,another a boxe & aſhilling. What was jnthis caſe to bce 3 differen das 
done tor remedie?If Bellarmnr, had lived there & bene of Coun-Ytighu, | | 
{ail ro the ſtate, wee ſee the adviſe hee would have geyen : namely tothis poyne. 
that the amercicment{hould be taken away. becauic ſome would => a 
doe men inzurig of purpoſe to I lults with paying ota —_ 


3 nz 


- 
| [-. 
» 


P4g-93- , _ .: Uporunlivfull Drove 
ſhilling or two.But theRowar governours tooke contrarie order, 
to encreaſe the amerciement, according to the diſcretion & arbir 
remet of Tudges:that evill diſpoſed bees, 291 might be deterred tro 
. treſpaſſing by ſharpnes of the puniſhm-nt to be inflicted on them 
for it, Whoſe wiſdome therein it is to be wiſhed that Princes and 
rulers remembring themſclvesro be ordained as David berimees to 
deſtroy all the wicked of the Land,would follow by increaſi ngthe pu 
ag ntihment of adultery : And then ſhould Bell. mouth be thc ſoon 
i, %%** ſtopped for his fourth reaſon. Which yet 1n the mean while doth 
F. vaterias, NO better prove that faithful huſbands ſeperated from adultcrous 
cap 1,Aut Wives may not marry againe,the werers &exrortioers pro-uring 
@-Blib 4,6. wealth by wicked & vngodly means doe prove that honeſt-men 
Sulpirins, notenioy the $ which by lawtul trades & vertuous in- 
Plucarch in 4 te they 2tr, 
Chomk core Thefifth &laft is, that even among theHeathe roo, where good 
andin News) orders flouriſhed,no divorces were made. For no billof drvorce . 
is, neo ment 4s written. a: Rome, for the ſpace almgſt of ſix himidred yeares af 
lexitwerethe rex rhe Ciry war buytt : but afterivard, 920d orders beemg overthrowen.,, 
bonkowritecs bvorces dffo were bronght i, with other vices, And this reaſon Beler 
rumrwrch is dorh ard after his maner with *T#rllizs name,roſealon it there, 
qp—ony $9 by & givcit ſome verdure, But it is ſuch caraine that the lard ig 
a De vieadd loft, & all the cookery caſt away. |! For the firſt divorce which wag 
= vp mad- ar Rome,was of 4 chaſt wite put away by hcr huſband be. 
Fayean canſe ſhewas barrein,8&didnot beare him children. Now to eper 
Romantib 2 arc huſbands & wives for ſuch canſes(we graunt)it is vnlawtul : m 
Seton. onrSavionallowingirfor whoredd onely. The cxample there- 
Tiber Caps, fore of the well ordr:d Romans is in vainealleaged our of T ertw- 
han againſt vs. But neither was there any divorce tor adultery 
Ala «dulter- made above five hundred yeares among them, will Bell, perhaps 
* ined fay.F graunt. Andi will help with aftronger argument: that a. 
ERJudici) mong the Cians(a {tare well ordered too Yeaven hundred years 


& 


hid paſſe before any dtvorcemet was made for adultcry.For (as n 
Cic Orat ie *Plmtarch writeth ) there was no adulterye comitted by the ſpace 
| 1ib.:0 Ca, 23, of fo many hundred year: s among them.But among the Romas 
| (willBell, p:rhaps reply )itts tkely that (ome was conurred with- 
infive hirdred yeares.Trae, But »the huſband then might put his 

| wife to dzath( being convicted fir of adultery) 4 without al pub 


| liquciudgement.So tharit Bell words have any force, this =—_ 


| 


es nt, yo Ire. ag 9 — 


Of the lavefn tnes of HH arriage, 4 Pier 
effect, Among the Heathen Romanes while good orders flou ! 
ed,the woman that comirted adultery ſuffered death : afgerward '7 
good orders being averthrowen,ſhe was divorcend onely. But 
whether ih: were pur away by death or by divorcement,the man 
might marry agam.Whercſore the examp le of the Heathen Re- | 
».215,both well andevill ordercd,fighterh againſt the Popiſh Re- Pi | 
ns, and their Champion. Herero theexample of q all other Hea ]. jr wars | 
thens,whoſe orders were bur ſo good that they aowed {econd Pecllons and. 
marriage, may be adioyned, Which I doe uot ſowuch on {ics ge 
myne owne knowledg (though for ought I have read & remem-public judie, | 
ber it is true) as on Zellarmwns ſecret confellion andiilence a man yg aduic tor - 
of greater rcading,and having vied manie mens paines in ſ{carchles Iuiis | 
of rheſe thinges:Beſid2,when Chriſtian faith came among theHea;: —_ he hs 
thens the * Emperowrs did puniſh adulterie firſt by death : after-lawasicwas 
ward Tu/tman mitigating that law did puniſh it by diyorcement, SOON | 
But in both theſe caſes ' man bcing ſevered trom his adulte- bucas ir was 
rous wife was free tomaFric againe. *Bellamms ſpecchtherefore eng | 
rowchnig well ordered Heathens came in evill{caſo,to raiſe both Conte” ol 
them & others yea Chriftians too,againſt him. So his laſt reaſon, be Lrwrens A 
nay his reaſons all are growne to bein worſe plight, then were * Ange if 
the (caven later kyne in Pharaos dreame, the {eaven poore, cyil ds 
favourcd & leane fleſhed kyne , that devoured the ſeaven for-derepudils. 
mer fatt well fayoured,& there by ſaved their life. For the chinne*$205-2%" IN 
carkeiles dreamed of by Bellarminy have not ſtrength enough ro 
overmaiſter & cate yp the ſound bodies of reaſons ſtanding ther 
againſt, but gaſping after them in yaine they dic with famin. And 
rhus having proved thar neither lightof reaſon,nos conſeurofFa 
thers, nor authority of ſcripture diſproverh our afſertion. I.cop- 
cludethat "pr ntdemon at firſt by the worde of 
truth,the doctrine of Chr, That a man. 
having putt away his wife for her adul- 
terye nay Lowfulle marrie 
anther, 


we 
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